STAT 


Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501380001-7 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501380001-7 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 


IRAN MISSION 
IT GOES ON AND ON 


Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 



C< “ ‘ Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 


''ARTICLE 'APPEARED 
ONPACr E.yjZS/ 


NEW YORK TIMES 
1 MAY 1980 



- V*- \ 

— -i 

By Seymour M.Hersh I 


WASHINGTON —It had the appeal 
of any good Hollywood thriller. Our su- 
perbly trained commandos sweep into 
the United States Embassy in Tehe- 
ran, snatch the hostages and flee to 
safety — rescuing America’s honor 
and extricating Jimmy Carter from 
the Rose Garden. 

» Was it possible? O- was it doomed 
from the start? 

The overall Carter Administration 
rescue plan apparently won't be made 
known for weeks or months — if then 
— pending reviews by Congressional 
investigating committees and the 
Joint ChiefsriohStaff. Until then, the 
President has put himseU in the posi- 
tion of saying, in effect, to the Ameri- 
can people and the world : ’Trust me. I 
had a secret plan to end the war.** We 
last heard that during the Nixon Ad- 
ministration. 

Some details of the raid are being 
leaked daily and, of course, Washing- 
ton is abuzz with nimors. At this point, 
less than one week after the aborted 
mission, there are hard questions that 
need answers row. 

To begin with, was the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency brought fully into the 
planning of the rescue operation? 
Some of my intelligence sources whose 
information has been highly reliable in 
the past complain that planning for the 
rescue was tightly controlled by the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and the top level of 
the Defense Intelligence Agen<^ — to 
the exclusion of the C.I.A.’s full exper- 
tise. A senior Administration official, 
told of the complaint, responded 
sharply: “I don’t think more than two 
or three people in the entire Agency 
knew enough to have an informed 
opinion. A lot of people are mouthing 
off because they're angry about being 
cutout*’**" > 

A specific focus of complaint is the 
Pentagon’s selection of its landing site 
for the first step of the mission. That 
site, in the midst of a vast salt desert 
more than 200 miles southeast of Tehe- 
ran, was — as we now know — also ad- 
jacent to a highway. As the Pentagon 
explains it, the intelligence planners 
for the rescue had known Jn advance 
that the highway was in regular use 
but had analyzed the “rhythm” of 
traffic, as one official put it, and con- 


cluded that the six C-130 aircraft and \ 
six helicopters necessary for the mis- 
sion could rendevous and refuel with- 1 
out being observed. It was sheer bad. 
luck, a “complete aberration,” a sen- 
ior official said, that an Iranian tour 
bus happened along just as the first, 
C-130 landed. The 44 passengers on the 
bus were rounded up and would have 
been flown out of Iran if the mission 
had gone ahead. 

It should be said that, so far, there is 
no evidence that the mission was 
aborted for any reason other than that 
given by the White House — the break- 
down of three helicopters. But how 
quickly would the disappearance of 
those 44 Iranians have been noticed? 
Wouldn’t anxious family members 
have begun asking questions? United 
States Government officials indicated 
that no one considered the bus passen- 
gers to be a serious hindrance to the 
operation, since the desert area was 
known to be heavily trafficked by 
smugglers and thieves, and, as one of- 
ficial said, “People just would have 
thought the bus was hi j acked. ” 

. Other intelligence officials who were 
not directly consulted on the mission, 
however, said that the highway in 
question served as one of the roads be- 
tween Yezd, a city of 100,000 people* 
and Meshed, with a population of 
300,000, some 400 miles apart, and that 
there was regular bus service between 
thenu.In addition, Meshed, along with 
Quin, is one of the major religious 
shrines in Iran — a holy city. There is 
a constant flow of worshippers 'to 
Meshed, where one of Islam’s most 
important religious leaders, the 
Eighth Imam, is buried. Most of those 
pilgrims travel at night across the salt 
desert in an obvious attempt to escape 
'daytime heat. . .v'; • • 

The selection of that desert site at 
that time raises questions about some 
of the assumptions made by the rescue 
planners about the culture and people- 
of Iran. \\ ;iC.- 

One Iraniaft now living in the United 
States who still maintains close ties to 
the Government : in Teheran speciK 
lated that the desert landing site had 
been reconnoitered and selected by a 
former member of Savak, the ousted 
Shah’s secret police, who is now work- 
ing undercover in Iran for United 
States intelligence. .“The Americans 
still go back and talk to the same peo- 
ple who have been telling them what* 
they want to hear,” the Iranian said. 
.“The old Savak officers have never un- 


derstood the revolution. It’s a year! 
after it happened and they axe still in a ! 
daze.” V , • • j 

The Iranian added, wirh obvious bit- 1 
temess, that testimony, given early j 
last year at people’s; tribunals after I 
the overthrow of Shah, Mohammed i 
Riza Pahlevi had shown why some: 
Savak agents would have been famil- 
iar with the desert area selected as the 
initial American landing zone: Savak 
considered the area a safe place for 
tossing anti-Shah political prisoners 
out of helicopters. 

■; : V- . • 

Most of those I interviewed do not 
believe it was possible for American ] 
intelligence agents to have penetrated \ 
the relentlessly vigilant student milpj 
tant group that had direct control of j 
the 50 hostages - Inside the United j 
States Embassy. Nonetheless there is ! 
little doubt that a combination of satei- ] 
lite reconnaissance, electronic inter- ] 
cepts and careful cm- th e-scene ocser- j 
vation by agents could generate ! 
enough specific information to provide j 
analysts with a fix on which building in ! 
the large embassy area was housing 
which hostages. ~ 

The American effort to establish 
firmly the location of each hostage 
was a major one for the intelligence 
community, and, it should be noted, 
one of the obvious reasons why the stu- 
dent militants limited any contact be- 
tween the hostages and other Western- 
ers. Similarly, there is no reason to 
doubt that the commando team knew 
how to defuse the mines and explosive 
devices that are said to ring the inside 
walls of the embassy. - ' 1 ? 

• Even some of the staunchest critics 
of the rescue effort have suggested in ! 
interviews in recent days that the com- j 
mandos, save for the loss of helicop- ! 
ters, could have penetrated the em- j 
} . .. i : . „v . j 
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bassy grounds by quickly overpower- 
ing the few revolutionary guards who 
would have been posted outside in the 
early-morning hours of the planned at* 
tack. ' ' ; ; ; 

But hovr to escape? Whatever the 
plan — whether by helicopter extrac- 
tion, by truck to a secondary location, 
or perhaps* through a tunnel system 
that may exist under the embassy 
grounds — the commandos inevitably 
would have found ^themselves in- a 
fierce battle.- . . ■?: < ;• 

A number of Americans have com- * 
plained that the Carter Administration 
does not fully understand the extent of 
fjopular support throughout Iran for^ 
the militants’ act'on in seizing the hos- 
tages. ;-’. H . ‘ - Kijferrjiji; **\j 

•" “The strategy did not take into ac- 
count the passion of: the people and 
their willingness to act — their spon- 
taneity/’ said one Americans th wide 
experience in post-Shah- Iran. “It's a 
foolish and unreal strategy.” He told 
of having been in Teheran late last 
year when the national television sta- ' 
tion presented documents indicating 
that one of the hostages had served as 
a spy.. “Within 30 seconds I heard a 
roar from across the city,!! the Ameri- 
can said. He went to his hotel window, r 
he said, and watched as= thousands of . 
Iranians ^ climbed- to their rooftops, 
shouting; “Allah? Ahkbar”: (“God Is ] 
great”). He went on: “And now you 
have a mass population that’s armed 
— automatic weapons are as common 
as* M & M’s at a , movie , theater.” 
Speaking, of last-week’s aborted mis- ^ 
sion, he said, “As soon as the gunfire - 
at the embassy started,: the people 
would come running.” * ■ 
v. 

All of this raises a final series of 
questions about anticipated casual- 
ties. 


What were the odds of rescuing all of I 
the hostages without serious injury or \ 

| death? What were the odds, as calcu- 
lated by the mission planners, on re- 
j turning with, say, 25 of the hostages? I 
Is there any evidence that has not been j 
made public indicating that President 1 

■■ Carter acted out of fear that some or 

all — of the hostages were nearing a 
life-or-death situation? 

— And why did not the Government 
warn , the American reporters ~ and i 
businessmen in Iran — said to number ; 
more than 3C0 — ' to evacuate before 
authorizingtherescuemission? j 

It seems clear that if the operation \ 
had been successful, all Americans in j 
the country could have faced serious i 
and perhaps extreme reprisals. Some, i 
perhaps would have been taken hos- 
tage. It. seems clear that with eco- 
nomic sanctions and other steps hav4 
/ mg been consistently threatened in re- * 
cent months, Mr. Carter could have or- 
dered all newsmen and businessmen 
to leave Iran weeks ago without neces- <j 
sarily jeopardizing the cover of the* 
operation* 

• v ;V* 

Perhaps the failure of the operation . 
will be as instructive for Jimmy Car- 
1 ter as was the Bay of Pigs for John F. 
Kennedy in April 1961. \ 

Theodore C. Sorensen, in his 1965 I 
book on the Kennedy Presidency, \ 
“Kennedy,” revealed that the same ; 
advisers who had urged the President I 
to authorize the Bay of Pigs invasion j 
also were* urging him in May 1961 to i 
expand the war in Laos. “But now ” ’ 
writes Mr. Sorensen, . “the President I 
was far more skeptical of the experts, : 
their reputations, their recommenda- 
tions, their promises, premises and 
facts.” Mr. Sorensen recorded Mr. 
Kennedy as exclaiming months later: ~ 

: “Thank God the Bay of Pigs happened : 
when it did. Otherwise, we’d bein Laos 
; by now — and that would be a hundred 
.times vrorse.-.Jl 
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ByNedTemko 

Staff correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor . 

Tehraivlran 

The verdict, among Iranian leaders, is virtually unanimous: Presi- 
dent Cartels troops were out not only to free 53 American hostages 
but also to topple the Tehran government and sink the Islamic 
revolution. . . .. 

Western Europe reportedly is trying to talk Mr. Carter out of any 
further military action. But one ominous result of the failed US rescue 
mission of April 25 has been to reinforce already rife “American con- 
spiracy” theories here. That, in turn, makes a negotiated resolution of 
Iranian-United States differences even more complicated. 

Indeed, primed by Iran’s distinctly xenophobic brand of national- 
ism and the Islamic revolution’s gusto for “martrydom,” the mount- 
ing distrust of US intentions is taking on all the appearances of a jihad, 
or Muslim holy war. ..r- 

“Ours is a nation of blood, our philosophy is jihad,” Ayatollah 
Ruhollah Khomeini declared hours after the failure of the US mission. 

To most Americans, Iran’s contention that the rescue operation’s 
ultimate aim was to topple Ayatollah Khomeini will seem ridiculous, 
perhaps paranoid. 

But Iranian officials point to “evidence” they say was culled from 
documents left behind when the mission was ditched ini the eastern 
desert. The man sent to the scene by Ayatollah Khomeini to pore 
through the mission’s remains told journalists that captured maps 
highlighted such landmarks as the Muslim holy city of Qom, the site of 
Tehran’s Friday prayers, and the residence of the Ayatollah. ■* 

Western reporters were afforded a quick, cursory glance at some of 
the alleged documents. One was, indeed, a minutely accurate map of 
Tehran, with some areas marked in green; another appeared to be a 
huge, fold-out route map for the US operation. 

But it was impossible to confirm the details cited by Iranian offi- 
cials, much less their later charge that the Americans had actually | 
planned to kidnap Ayatollah Khomeini. 

Yet for many Iranians, that is beside the point. History haunts this 
revolution, particularly the involvement of 
the’ American Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA) 27 years ago in toppling Iran’s Prime: 

Minister Muhammad Mossadeq, who had na- j 
tionalized oil and unsettled the West, and! 
reinstating a briefly exiled Shah Muhammad 
RezaPahlavi. 

From the start of the hostage crisis last 
November, one major snag in finding a nego- 
tiated exit has been the conviction of 
Ayatollah Khomeini and : numerous other 
Iranians that President Carter, in the words 
of one source close to the Ayatollah, “is out to 
try another 1953.” 

Even relative “moderates” such as Presi- 
dent Abolhassan Bani-Sadr have, long sus- 
pected US intentions. When President Carter 
was trying to work out a scheme for transfer- 
ring control of the hostages from their mili- 
tant student captors to the Iranian govern- 
ment in March, Mr. Bani-Sadr reportedly told j 
one confidant: * \ * - . ;■••• - j 

“It is a trick. Carter wants me to go | 
through with this arrangement so he can ■ 

* paint the government here as an international j 
outlaw.” v i 




The deal fell through, regardless, when 
Ayatollah Khomeini and the militant em- 
bassy captors in effect passed a joint veto. . 

But Iran’s President provides perhaps the f 
best example of the redoubled suspicion of ' 
Washington among prominent Iranians since 
the hostage rescue attempt. 

Speaking shortly afterward. Mr. Bani- 
Sadr charged that the Americans actually 
had been trying to “overthrow the [Iranian] 
central power, demolish the government’s 
sovereignty, and prepare the ground for the 
emergence of a regime desirable for the US.” 

Virtually every Iranian official, from the 
Ayatollah down, has echoed these sentiments. 

At the same time, virtually every instance 
of unrest in a revolution with more than its 
share of disorders has been blamed on the 
Americans for their alleged “fifth-colum- 
nists” or ‘ ‘lackeys” inside Iran. • 

Part of this, no doubt, is a matter of politi- 
cal convenience. Anti-Americanism is one 
possible means of unifying, however imper- 
fectly, an increasingly disunited revolution.. 

But in the words of one European ambas- 
sador: “It would be a mistake to underesti- 
mate the depth and genuineness of Iranian 
suspicions toward the United States. These 
feelings are serious, and must be taken into 
account in any effort to reach a negotiated 1 

settlement over the hostages.” 

Even without accounting for Iranian suspi- 
cions, there are growing indications that 
President Carter’s European allies will have 
a tough time working out a negotiated resolu- 

Wb^tivdy 6 ^ 6 L ’ anian ' US Crisis hardens Pro- 

Leaders of the European Community (EC) 
nations, speaking in Luxembourg April 28, 
reaffirmed plans to impose economic sane- 
ons unless Iran moved decisively toward re- 
solving the hostage crisis by mid-May The 
Europeans also suggested that a renewed 
United Nations initiative might be the best 
. way to move things in that direction. 

. But on both fronts there are difficulties. 
,Ma Ayatollah Muhammad Beheshti, leader 
of the hard-line clerical faction in the Revolu- 
tionary Council, on April 30 became the latest 
Iranian figure to suggest that a “spy trial” of 
the hostages, and ultimately of overall US 
R0W * s a much more likely possibility. 

. ^sident Bani-Sadr, on a directive from 
Ayatollah Khomeini, has invited United Na- 
il 0 " 8 Secretary-General Kurt Waldheim to 
Tehran May 10. Yet the stated reason is not to ' 
restart moves to free the hostages, but to view ! 
signs of “American aggression against Iran ” ' 
Cuban President Fidel Castro, as current 
head of the nonaligned nations, and Palestin- 
ian guerrilla leader Yasser Arafat are among 
other leaders invited. ; :* --h 


CO*** 
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terna tinnai a f meiD1 ’ in calIi "g for the in- 

conference, also added that he 

weresL^r a w n l Iike the United Nations 

cri^et ”^ 8 WashMgton ’ s “cannibalistic 

tors into the hrotege equation? U< ^ ™ 

meSwhiS^ the Eur °Peans’ May deadline, 
r*V ls ° seems 111 danger of being un- 
demnned. Ayatollah Khomeini has empow- 

wh5 M -nt yet ' Une,ected Parttament to decide 
what will happen to the hostages, and the Ei^ 
opeans had hoped that task would be under 
way by the middle of May. - . ^ . e 

. But parliamentary elections, originally set 

Iran^d Ilf-® b€en pushed back a- week; 
A^i oo PUty ! nterior minister was quoted 
April 29 as saying the legislature would' not 
even convene before the end of May. 

Ayatollah Beheshti in his April 30 news 
conference suggested that a number of orga- 

"urthlTf 1 I aSkS f ° r the new P arlia ment could 
caJtiSs y my decision on the American 
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By John K. Cooley ;V r 

Staff correspondent of 
The Christian Science Monitor - 

Washington 

What is the real state of readiness of the 
US armed forces? Could lack of readiness 
have aborted the April 24 hostage rescue mis- 
sion in Tran?' ■- • ; ■ 1 •' • 1 • : ' ; 

President Carter has insisted there is “no 
connection” between the admitted problems 
the services have with spare parts and lack of . 
trained people, and the technical failures that 
caused him to terminate the mission.] But the 
question persists. , / ; v" 

Most senior commanders in the US armed 
services acknowledge that the loss of trained 
personnel to better-paying civilian jobs, ris- 
ing fuel costs, and sometimes insufficient or 
inadequate spare parts have affected overall 
readiness for combat* v ^ f V ; 

Refusing to apply the general principle to 
the particular case of the helicopter break- 
downs that caused abortion of the Iran mis- 
sion, President Carter told his April 30 news 


• Why did maintenance crews aboard the 

aircraft carrier Nimitz, apparently not in- 
formed of the special stress the|. choppers 
would suffer on their long flight, not install , 
standard sandscreens on the engines to pro- j 
tect them from the sandstorms that downed | 
at least one of the big “Sea Stallions? ” j 

• Were there any disagreements along the ! 
chain of command — between Col. Charles A. \ 
Beckwith, the site commander in Iran; MaJ. . j 
Gen. James G. Vaught, the overall; operation j 
commander (both of them Army ■ officers) ; j 
the Joint Chiefs in Washington; or others in> 
authority elsewhere? 

• Did the Soviets, as claimed by some con- 
gressional sources, warn the US to call off the 
mission, and was that a factor in ending it? 

The answers, given by Secretary Brown 
and General Jones in a strong backup to the 
President’s remarks defending the decisions 
to plan, execute, and end the mission, were a 
flat “no” to the last two questions. 

On the related issues of maintenance and 
the sand screens, they avoided direct an- 


confereoce that there was no linkage, “be- 
cause we focused the enormous resources of 
our nation and its elaborate military capabil- 
ity on this particular equipment used in this 
operation. , * . . 

“Had there been some shortage,” the 
President insisted, “of either technicians, or 
spare parts, or their maintenance capability, 
it would not have been permitted in this par- 
ticular case of the helicopters, the Cyl30s, or 
the equipment the men took in for the rescue 
opera dom So there is no connection between 
those at all.” ■’ ] 

Just the same, many people at all levels of 
the armed forces arid Defense Department 
are asking questions: , 

If - as the President, Defense Secretary 
Harold Brown, and Gen. David C. Jones, 
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, insist — : 
six serviceable RH-53D helicopters were the 
minimum needed (only five remained when 
the mission was terminated), why not have 
provided 12, or 15, or even 20 helicopters? 


swers. Defense; Department spokesman | 
Thomas Ross later confirmed to some report- j 
ers that the screens had been omitted, largely ; 
in the interest of more engine power. Other of- 
ficials affirmed this had not been responsible 
for the downing of the sand-struck chopper; 
its gyro artificial horizon, but not its engine, 
had failed. 

US special forces agents who infiltrated 
Iran to prepare and assist in the later phases 
of the actual rescue in Tehran reportedly 
have all been “exfiltrated” safely from Iran. 

An alleged report by the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency estimating 60 percent of the I 
hostages would be killed under the rescue 
plan does not exist, “according to my knowl- j 
"edge/* said Secretary Brown. .{ . ■! 

Still unanswered were much larger ques- | 
tions about the readiness of the more than 2 j 
million men and women and the equipment of i 
the US armed forces stationed around the j 
world, of which the raiding force represented j 
a tiny, ultra-trained elite. / ^ j 
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By George C. Wilson 

Wasainstoi* post Stall Writer 

Though the helicopters of the U.S. 
rescue mission in Iran were equipped 
with special explosives designed to de- 
stroy the secret material aboard, the 
departing commandos failed to deto- 
nate them, handing the Iranians 
an. intelligence coup , U.S. officials dis- 
closed yesterday. ■ ‘ " ‘ y \ "7 

• The officials confirmed that, the 
U.S. commandos had taken along wire 
and thermite explosives for the spe- 
cific purpose of destroying sensitive., 
papers and gear. 

i ; -But, as fires from burning aircraft 
lit up the desert night at the refueling 
rendezvous point last Thursday and 
touched off ammunition, the 180 com- 
mandos and air crewmen were or- 
dered to rush aboard their C130 trans- 
ports without waiting to blow up the 
helicopters. 

With all that ammunition flying 
around in the: dark, the- commander j 
on the- ground. Col. Charles Beckwith, j 
apparently feared that his five re- 
maining C130 . transports- at Desert 
One might be set afire, stranding his 
team on the desert 500 miles inside 
Iran. V . : 

A Pentagon official said the com- 
'mando team had been dragging the 
helicopter that could not take off 
from Desert One away from the re- 
fueling site, apparently with the idea 
of blowing it upi when another heli- 
copter collided with a C130 full of 
fuel. The collision set both aircraft on. 
fire and touched off the ammunition y 

Another bit' of bad' luck ■was- re^ 
vealed yesterday 1 when a Pentagon 
executive told Congress the helicop- 
ter that got caught in a sandstorm ., 
and- returned' to the carrier Nimitr in.: 
the Arabian Sea was the one carrying 
gear for repairing; hydraulic systeras^ 


Two of the RH53 choppers experi- 
enced hydraulic: failures, one on the 
’way Jo Desert One and the second, 
'after" it landed' there.. Whether they 
could -havo been repaired that first 
' night- and kept the mission from being 
.aborted is another of the unknowns 
/piling up about the operation.. 

■ gyactlv how big- an intelligence 


grab? the Iranians scored in goin g 
- through the six helicopters abandoned 
; at Desert One, has not b een disclosed. 
But the Iranians already have dis- 
played, enough sensitive photographs 
-and maps from the choppers to_dis- 
. turb U.S. intelligence specialists . They 
fear some highly secret code gear may 
have been lost to the Iranians as well. 

Among the “friendlies” who took 
risks to help the attempted rescue of 
the 53 ' hostages in Tehran v?ere some 
Iranians.. One fear, unconfirmed, is 
that the documents- left in the helicop- 
ters might enable the Tehran govern- 
ment to- find these Iranians. 

One -government i ntelligence sp £ 
ciaUst terme d it “sloppy planning to 
let- anybody in the American rescue 
party carry his wallet, as was done on 
this mission. The Iranians have dis- 
played a servicemans wallet left at 
Desert Onei / * ; 

Asked whether the rescue team was 
forbidden to carry such detailed iden- 
tification, a Pentagon spokesman 


said no- such- restriction-had -been-ira-j 
■posed. ; ' :•*' 'V H 

The spokesman: also said the rescue 
team did not blow up the first of the! 
seven- helicopters abandoned ; on 5 thej 
desert for fear the resulting fire 
would .alert the Iranians to .the niis- 
sion. The pilot of this ■ helicopter 
landed short of Desert One after expe- 
riencirig ’problems with his controls.*^ 
All the classified equipmen t ,and. 
material were - destroyed,!* . said the 
Pentagon in .-.reference to, the. secret 
gear on that first helicopter* . -/-,.• 

The 50 members of the Delta -De- 
tachment commando team whose mis-, 
sion aborted in the desert returned to 
home - base at Fort Bragg, N.C.*. on 
Tuesday. \ WtV’- 7 '-’ 

Although few troopers would talk to 
reporters who greeted them at the j 
Fayetteville Municipal Airport, the As - 1 
soclated Press said one complained: j 
“You’ve: got ' a mission. You fcnowj 

■ you can do- itr and somebody tells you—j 
. to pull out.” V - ‘ v 

The commandos were wearing civil- 
ian clothes- and carrying black* shaving 
kits but no luggage. J . 5 * : 1 : ; ' ■; • ' ; 

In. a related development, The Xew. 
York Post reported yesterday that 
. some of the ..helicopters were . doused „ 
with a combination of salt water and 
fire-extinguishing foam when a crew- 
man accidentally set off the sprink- 
ling system 10 hours - before taking 
off on the first . leg of the rescue 
effort from the carrier Nimitz,. 7 . 

: The Pentagon . confirmed that five 
choppers had been doused for 6ft sec- 
onds, but said this “did notin any way. 
contribute to any; of the problems?/ ex- 
perienced by - the choppers after', take- 

■ 1 Staff writer Douglas B. Feaver conf 
tributed to this report* ' < 
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f ‘ j»J^^maa;oa ?©$* termi’wear' ; and tear:; on/ the engine# 

i $xeerts to- keep sand' Out oHhffen-^.said Ross, adding that the rescue task.. 
•ginesNiere' removed., from, the eight, -f° f ce m_. rehearsals had '‘determined 
heffcdffeW: sent over the^Iraniani.de^ -^at^y; .^moving the screen overall; 
7 sert toiarescue American .hostages- in.. - engihe performance could be improve 
Tehran, the Pentagpn confirmed yes- - ed by 3 percent without negative im^ 
♦torTfcjv* ; * : :r V y -^‘- "■ - ^ - /.pacton- the mission # 7 : ^ ‘ 

•Cwo-'? of » those- ' helicopters broke Government helicopter experts said; 
ijo«jt'hnd-a third* lost Us~ way:, in . the hydraulic system could be pene- 

'Saixifet^rh during, fhe-first f>base o£ trated^by sand on such a long flight as 

/fhS $Odlid aitemp^promptiht-dhe. - , the 500 nautical mdes from the Ninutz 
■'Comm^aers! and 1 President’. Carter to. . :il aircraft carrier to the refueling base; 
-iaiel^-lvhole. mission. 7;%*™ 7 in. the- Iranian desert. But whether the 
u * /' X r engine sand: screens could have- pre- 

.£ setonfr guessing r about the--saii - Rented this is unclear, since -the heii- 
^cfeedj, ^as. part: of a larger, unotti- . copter hydraulic system is sealed: off 
.; af XlQS t-a u dit of die- failed-, mission. ■ from the engine. - • j>5;i r -3 

^£he 'PdntaHon was so stung by some __ • - * : t , ' ’ 

:Si:thVV<Sddsm. tbatlGenrDavid-.C.^ / Hereiare points Jones and Brown 
r/ofes^hairmam of. the*. Joint ; Chiefs;, * cohered at. the Pentagon meetmg;^M 
7ft r5thff -- who • planned.- the;. mission? . ; ftOssibn* support.- “ W e were riot de- 

p^fehse Secretary*' Harold Brown nied; "anything by ; ; anybody /V said . 

1 ^r rrff f^tq m^et briefly. witiv r repprters ; ‘ Jones^ Brown said-- the mission origi- 
^i^^icu^oi^esterday^tajresponcL^^.naBy jailed forsehdirig: in seven heii-' 
&#&£*>&* i|&i<S 55 S!$i^^ of the needed six 

S<S*Jm 'tha^‘»i».E«nQviI>iipfi the -1 | broke down, but an-eighth was added 
-shncrscreehs .jKad|h 6 umpacttphi^thisi ^ sa ^ e - 

^t niayoa. ’RHe said ttheyiwerelremoved ' > y One published report claimed Presi - 7 


cr vv-f; Joint- miners' approval. Jones said • 
-f: iones -said when ;asked: : abaut^; th^ . :^alk;of vthe } jpint chiefs^ studied^ the ^ 
^sajai^feens thatv “the. 'problems : of jfpian:that was executed and concluded - 
^fhf henebp ters -w ere noti onesr of-prov '^ had a, good chance of sue* 

we could be success* 


r -^Vaicv^iRRa2. Hf>nCCmterST- iaUeQ^^ • nor. auu dcuu. il .uu. lu ri csiucut ■ i 

^sev^raif €ehe rafciUectri^.andTgovera- j ^ ^Casualties expecte di-Asked abbut ^ 
Sment- officials expresse<tastpnishment| < radio report; that the Central InteifT - 
'^Ve|terday , at the decisibn. r to leave qlf^r gence Agency - had estimated 60 per- . 
/Jte-*; Greens ; since.'!. ;J- helicopter - ^cent ot the nostages would oe Killed 
Vw btldf be^ flying ' 16 w ;' over;, sand ^ not ^. 3under darters rescue plan, Brown re- ; 
4 .ovetr water ^as: is.ttieLrusuarimssti no such study to my 

: k 


*; c ommarid \ decision. ^ Brown ^ - said 
J “ail^ of the commanders of the rescue 
‘mission.; agreed that it should be 
‘^called off once they. k wer^..down.tQ. five : 

helicopters instead of F the six consid- 
ered a minimum for success; “None of 
' ‘them wished to proceed with less than 
.six helicopter^,” the secretary added; 

;-£ “There * wasn’t .. any, question/ about 
the wisdom of extraction/^said Jones 
in ,backing.:upL Brown: ; ; . f q? . - * - 

There have; been reports ' that* there 
: was a hot- argument: amon g command- 
r ers:during^the first-night* of the mis- 

* sion about whether • to proceed to 

• phase two v or call -off- the -rescue at- 
tempt for lack of the- sixth helicopter. 

Security; Brown, said, that there was 
no evidence that either the American 
or Israeli press had published any- 
thing that alerted Iran- to the rescue 
mission. ; j ; v '- 

Destroying documents and helicop* 
ters. Brown said “the fierce burning 
and ammunition in both the helicop- 
ter and C 130 cooking off ' 1 after they 
J collided in:, the night at the refueling 
r spot kept the rescue team from de- 
stroying their choppers and removing 
secret .equipment from them before. 

‘ leaving: Iran. 

("■■■ Jones, after he aruT Brown had ad- 
dressed some of the. specific criticism 
Lof the planning and: executions of the 
^mission, aaidl “the " Joint ; Chiefs ’ of 
. Staff are very disturbed about the im- 
plications that on the scene people 
/didn't act properly.”; He said this criti* . 
cism “by people wha were mot "there 
i does a disservice to some very valiant 


men.AA. 


jsss*’,.. 
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* From Inquirer Wire Services V;. 

: WASHINGTON —'-'The' Senate: Fo^ 
*eign -.r. Relations ^‘Committee 
; nounced ] yesterday : tfiat r it wouldii) 
■investigate the ill-fated attempt toS 
'.rescue the American hostages in/; 
;Iran; and its chairman said it wouldj 
seek 3 com mi tmen t from Presiden i 
‘Carter to consult with Congress be^ 
;fore any other military operations in 
.‘Iran or elsewhere/ ; 

I The Senate Armed .Services Com- 
-mittee and its chairman; ; John; G ‘, 
^tennis (D., Miss.);: had announced 
•Monday that an investigation would 
rbe conducted intojhe malfunctions 
on the helicopters sent on the rescue' 
mission. Breakdowns in three of the y 
eightcaused the mission to be called 

After a two-hour,, closed-door meet- 
ing. the f chairman- of the Foreign. 
Relations Committee^: Frank Church. 
(Dr. Idaho); said; itv had . agreed on 
.these steps: 

♦ Some time next week, it will meet 
with Cyrus R. Vance’s replacement as 
secretary of state and* seek to work:} 
out an agreement with the executive 
on advance consultation before-any 
new military operations. 

• It will ask why President Carter x 
chosernot to consul t wjth_Cpngress-J 

before ordering the rescue mission 
. last week that resulted in the deaths 


chief of Naval Operations,, and Tho-1 
mas Moorer; a former chairman o f 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, have asked 
why more helicopters were hot sent. ; 

Sdine of ■ them have also indicated 
|that the hasty departure of the rescu- 
^ing force; in which helicopters, maps;: 
>and classified papers ; were aban- 
doned intact in Iran, raises questions 
as ten whether all the facts of the 
aborted mission have been rpubli- 
v ; ' 

u The>haste with which they with- 
drew indicated some kind of concern 
about locals action against them. I 
don’t think that any plan that was 
; v ;not interr upted by one th i n g or an- 
other would omit the requirement to. 
destroy the equipment,” Moorer saicf 
’ It; was ^learned ^yesterday; that a 
Soviet spy- ship had / trailed the; U.Sf 
carrier.Nimitz, from which the res- 
cue helicopters took off,, for some 
* ti me before the mission began: But 
officials said that the carrier : had 
outrun the ship before the mission 
was; begun,: and:; that /there was no 
reason to believe that the Soviets 
were aware of the mission} i >d 

; ; 

In a related: development,’ House * 
Speaker Thomas P; O’Neill (D;, Mass.) 1 
said yesterday that President Carter: , 
had had a ^secret rendezvous’^Sun-:; 


V^iV'At an .“appropriate date,”’ proba- 
Sly some time in The. next' several . . 
weeks, the committee will open itsft 
own- investigation’ into the mission. H 
Sen. Jesse Helms (R; N.C.> asked ; 
- Church in a letter To call* the mis-; 
sion’s commander, CoF. Charles Beck- 


with, as a wi tness, and to- seek perti- 
nent- tapes and transcripts of meet- 
ings between the President, his advi- 
sers and military: officials responsi- 
ble for the rescue operation; ‘ > 
Several retired military leaders,:. 
; including Elmo J-Zum wait; Jfprmet^ 


day- with 150 of the: men who took 
part in the rescue mission. The White 
House confirmed the:- Speaker’s re- 
port but refused to give any details: 
There ,,was.wnof^ explanation^ for 
O’NeiH’sv figure of 150jmen. Defense 
Secretary Harold Brown has said that/: 
90 men plus air crews were involved*- 

£$ The CIA. according to a report by 
/ radio station KCBS in San Francisco, r 
: had anticipated that 60 percent, or : : 

■ about 30. of the American hostages . 
would have been killed or wounded, 
bad the rescue attempt been carried 
out as planned. A CIA spokesman; 
refused tocomment on the report.. 
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But Failures' Are Pinpoint^tt? 

* As Hy<drauiicV EIectricaiu;I*l 

By John J, Fialka' A 

•’<* * Washington Star Staff Writer v> - 

- v. ..... ; . -?V!t • • 

> : The sand filters were removed-' 
.•^froni. the: eight RH-53 helicopters-- 
pised ; jp, the aborted attempt to res** 
'{cue. the Americaa,hostages in Teh- : 
//ran, Pentagon officials revealed* yesr*- 
{ terday. . ' r;"*v 

Tom Ross. assistant secretary :6f; 
defensejfor public affaire,/$aid tbe^ 

■; filters were taken off the air intakes, 
to improve engine performance.- f6r ; 
the mission. He and other. Pentagon; 
officials said this was not a factor in* 
aborting the mission, that failures of : 
three of the eight helicopters were • 
hydraulic and electrical; 

‘The difficulties encountered r pir' 
the mission : were unrelated to- 
removal of the^sand screen/’: Ross/ 
said.. Several of the helicopters 'flew - 
through a fierce sandstorm on their.; 
way. to the desert base. : 

• 5/ Ross’ disclosure came- after: a J 
hastily called press conference at v 
the Pentagon during which. Defense* 
Secretary. Harold Brown and the/ 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs/ of.{ 
^Staff, Gen^.David C.*; Jones; denied^ 
- two reports circulating in the after- 
“math of the mission A 
u^Jpne.otthem is based^onrumors- 
£that the ground- commander; Army- 
f-jGoL. Charles Beckwith/ .was dissatis- 
fied with the decision to end the mis- . 
(jsioiL and wanted to go on to Tehran . 3 
Without naming Beckwith, Brown*- 
{and -‘Jonesrsaid the ground coin- [ 
l mander/ initially recommended.to; 
-abort the mission: after the failure of 
fthe third- helicopter: / 

pC Brown and Jones: also strenuously ) 
f denied v an*'account by New York.: 
Times columnist .William Satire who 
{;said that initial-plans for. the raid in-; 
•volvedas many, as 350 men and. a | 
; large numbenof small helicopters 
{accompanied by fighter-bombers. Sa- 
fire said these plans werejwhittled 
down as the result of President Car- 
ter’s concern for a "safer option.** : rvrv 


“We were. not denied anything by 
anybody* in the way of force or any* 
'thing’ like that/’ said Jones, who • 
added that the Joint Chiefs recoin- j 
{mended the plan that was carried .j 
lOUt^f -T* T * •*• 

1 Jones and Brown* appeared' after 
•members of the helicopter. crews 
['and the 90-man raiding party had 
cbeen debriefed.. It was reported yes- 
{terday that Beckwith is in. Washing- 
ton and may appear | before two Sen-' 
{ate committees investigating the 
{causes of the mission’s failure. . - v " 

T; Brown was asked why the raiders 
: :had not destroyed ithe remaining 
{helicopters before their hasty depar- 
ture. from the desert on the C-130: 
a transports. Pentagon officials- have 
/ admitted that classified documents 
a nd equipment were, left aboard on e 
of the helicopters. . • - r 
S:£Brown said the fiercely burning ‘ 
{fires and exploding ammunition [-i* 
/caused by the collision between one j 

• of . the helicopters and a C-130 | 
"worried the ground commander that i 

the remaining C-130 might be seri- i 
ously damaged by explosions if the : ; 
group remained. • j 

Brown said two press accounts I 
written just before the mission 
began gave the Pentagon serious 
[concern that* security might have 
{been breached. : / * T : ' ,r ' v - 

/ One was a report in the Israeli 
press of the increased military air 
traffic in Egypti The second was an 
article in The Washington Star writ- 
r ten by Miles Copeland, a former CIA 
agent, d escribing how a raid to save 
l the hostages might be carried out ' 

In his article, Copeland suggested 
‘the use of a secret incapacitating gas 
fthat he sai4 is in possession of the \ 
CIA1 The gas; Copeland said, could/ 
//render unconscious every living v 
'person and animal within a radius of | 
vi 200 yards of ” the';: embassy. .com-J 
^ pound/’ leaving them with only a*i 
/"slight headache” when the effects ! 
"wore off. •; .j 

-i* The Copeland article caused the / 

• Pentagon to carefully watch for any j 

sign of a Iranian reaction. “lionet 
happened, and so we girted breath- ! 
ing again and went ahead,” said j 
-BrOWn. * t 
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.S. j* 

Over OmanGulf; Gunfire 


v;V‘v • 




Special to The Washington Star r. * 'ir.fr 

TEHRAN, Iran — Two carrier-;* 
based U.S. fighter jets met an Iranian* 
patrol plane yesterday over the Gulf £ 
of jOman and. the American jets “es- *; 
coned" the Iranian plane: back to 
Iranian airspace* Y a Y: £ 

Iranian; authorities claimed the 
U.S; jets "started to shoot- at the Ira- - 
nian plane, but the Pentagon said nay; 
weapons were fired.. ' - „ % 

The aerial encounter was the: first * 
military/ encounter between the 
United States and Iran since milk ; 
tahts occupied th^ lLS^ Embassyy^ 
Tehran and took 50 Americans- hos-> 
tage Sov: 

In Washington;; the Defense De- 
partment issued a statement saying, 
the two F-14S "made a routine inter- 
cept** of an Iranian C-130 near the 
Strait of Hormuz and escorted the- 
plane back to Iranian air space. U.SJ 
officials said the jets were; sent up 
after the Iranian plane came within 
50 miles of the carrier USS Nimitz, 
one of about 30 American warships 
ihthelndianOcean;^^ *H 
In Tehran,: the Iranian army joint 
staff reported the American- jets 
started to shoot at the Iranian plane 
but "changed their direction"- -after; 
four Iranian jetfighters were Sent to 
escort the patrol plane back to Iran. 

1 In Tehran, £n Iranian air force P-4 
Phantom , buzzed the ‘city : for 30 
minutes in the wee hours this morn- 
ing in search of "an unidentified ob- 
ject above the capital.” j 
The flight** which repeated the 
same pattern: again and again over 
; the city, awakened and frightened 
; ; many residents- ~ t* 

J At about 1:30 a.m. local time r . the 
* Armed Forces; Joint Command as- 
sured people the operation. was **a 
routine patrol;”^. '“-'IT;!: ■) 

■ : But the 1 st Tactical Air Command, 
stationed near here, had a different 
story later in the morning. In a state- 
ment broadcast over the radio at 7 
a.m., it said the Phantom, fighter 
bomber was searching for “an uni- 1 
identified object** picked up by radar 
above the northern section of the 
city^r; 


* r^The operation did not uncover a 
!■ hostile aircraft. There are indica- 
. ; tions that the aircraft belonged to 
t Iran. We will provide further detaUs 
j later," the statement said. 

Meanwhile, Archbishop Hilarion^ 
t .Capucci, after a meeting with Presi- 
dent Abolhassan Bani-Sadr, said he 
1 ( was making arrangements for the 
1 " transfer of the bodies of American 
1 commandos killed in the aborted 
' hostage rescue attempt to the Red 
■ . Cross for eventual delivery to their 
1 families in the United States. ’ ‘ j 
\ “The bodies will be turned over to, 
, the families, not the U.S: govern- 
ment which is cynical and uncaring 
| about human life,” Capucci said. He 
< - said he "hated to deal with the U.S. 
.i government” and (would make all 
\ . the necessary arrangements^ with 
j the International Red Cross. The 
1 bodies are not expected to go to the 
! United States for several days,: > 

> > . Capucci, the former head of the 
i Greek-Melkite community in Jerusa- 
, lem, who was expelled by Israel in* 
.1977; after serving three years of a 
' : sentence for smuggling arms to 
1 / Palestinian guerrillas, went to the 
' _ morgue where the: bodies are being 

• kept and to the site of the comman- 
! dos” wrecked aircraft in the desert 

nearTabas. 

U: The Iranians insist they have 
! nine, not eight, bodies to deliver. 

I Islamic judge Sadegh Khalkhali, who 
Y,: brought the corpses to Tehran from 
( the staging site, has accused Presi- 
r dent Carter of "lying.” 

In a television documentary that 
/has been screened many times, 

' /Khalkhali exhibited what appeared 
to be .nine plasticyand cotton 
wrapped bodies; Khalkhali kept 
' screaming throughout the program 
; Y‘this is proof of Carter's crime.” 3/ 
1 r (The- Carter administration has 
said only eight Americans died in 
'the rescue attempt.) 

| *. ' In other developments, the offi- 
, • cials probing the staging site said 
they have found evidence that the 
\ rescue party intended to deliver 
j money and, communications equip- 
ment to "a U. S. fifth column in Teh - 

' ; ^ran.*!;,Yi^. s i... ^ 

\ 


Y Bani-Sadr has seized every oppor- 
tunity in the past 48 hours to- 
ad vance the theory that the U S: at-> 
tempt was aimed not at the rescue of 
the hostages, but at "the overthrow 
of the Islamic state.” 

In a letter to U.N. Secretary- 
General Kurt Waldheim, Bani-Sadr 
drew a parallel between the abortive 
commando operation ana the'.CiA 
sponsored coup that toppled the gov- 
, ~ernment oi Prime Minister Monam^ 
i mad Mossadeq and restored the shah. 

, in 1953. V .■ • 

; Late Monday night, four journai- 
. ists from the German magazine 
Stern were arrested by armed men 
. in' the Intercontinental Hotel. V 

This story is based in part on wire* 
service reports. : : .•Li-. 


i , . 

i 
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By RICHARD HALLO RAN 

SpociailoUiaNew Yorti Times 


WASHINGTON, April 29 — American/ A 


military: officials said t oday that all th e 
paramilitary agents infiltrated into Tehe - 
ran for the rescu e of American hostage s 
Sad qiiietlyslipped out of Iran the same 


way they entered ear ly this year, posin g 
~ as £uropeanbusinessraen^ , : , 

" The agents, whose aumbeVisu^ 
included Special For^ qfficiala| 

said. ; :.: r z&. 

Carter Administration > officials- also 
disclosed today that President Carter re- 
ceived a long briefing from the rescue 
mission's commanders "at the White 
House on Saturday. On Sunday; the offi- 
cials said, be flew to an undisclosed loca- 
tion to meet about 150 members of the] 
rescue team. 

The total rescue forde numbered about 
180. Half were commandos who would 
have assaulted the embassy; 'the others] 
included aircraft crews, communications 
officers arid other support forces^" ^ 


’ - A third item or speculation has held 
that the commander on the ground, unof- 
ficially reported to have been Col. Charlie 
Beckwith*- wanted to continue the opera- 
tion despite the loss of three of the eight 
helicopters inside Iran.; ; General Jones 
and Mr. Brown said that everyone from, 
the mission commander to Presidents 
“Carter concurred in the recohirnendatlon 
from- the ^ground ‘ commander} to : with* 

r^The secret meeting between President 
Carter and members of the rescue mis- 
sions on Sunday was disclosed by the 
Speaker of the House, Thomas P; Q'Neill 
Jr. of Massachusetts.- 
According to Mr. O'Neill’s account of 
the meeting, which was based on a con- 
versation with Mr.* Carter, the President 
was impressed with the patriotism of the 
team. Mr. Carter told Mr. O'Neill that the 
, servicemen stressed that they were hon- 
ored to have participated in the mission 
*3 and would be- grateful to try again* Mr. 


■ther details about the evolution of the i 
plan to rescue the hostages. $ i v ; t > 
- * General Jones said that s^naVter the ! 
hostages were seized on Nov. 4, the mill-* ! 
tary started working on rescue plans. 1 The j 
planners came up with ‘/many; many 
ferent options," ; the general-, said, 1 ; bitf 
none / seemed, to ha ve*u*fa/: reasonable 
chance of success. 

Even so, he said,* the plans w^re tried 
out in exercises in which the forces, were 
permitted all the troops, equipment and 
transport they wanted.* : V To my knowl- 
edge,^ said Secretary Brown;uJ.‘nothing 
was denied byheadquarters/^;^ 

' r}1, y. 

• • But the problems; General Jones" said ■ j 
appeared to be . insurmountable^He did 
not elaborate, but other of ficers pointed 
j to the distance from the. United States, ■ 
the lack’ of staging;areas and Threats to 
the lives, of the hostages by their captors^-* 

’General Tones went bn b say; however,; 
that by early March,, he and : the 'other 

Joint Chiefs had "growing confidence" 
that a rescue operation was "militarily 
feasible." Part of the reason behind that 
was a record of successful practice runs 
in the United States. . -• ■* r 

r\ ‘ V-. •» V*. • i ” v ! 

A 'Then in early April, he said, the services) 
Chiefs presented the concept and ‘re-,c 
ceived approval to proceed with the ihi-^ 

. _ . . .pvwv--,.,..,,,-. .,. v tial movement of forces. When the \nis£ 

filtrated into Teheran- were reported to- eyes.;.^v ; ;v^ - w sion commander said they were rehcfy to fl 

belong to a unit in Europe attaining peo-j Plane Is Intercepted - [go into Iran, the Chiefs recommended to* 

pie who speak European languages,. They' **V in another development. Pentagon offi- f Prudent that the plan be executed.'./* 

were reported to have bought a ware- 1 ciafs said that two Navy F-14 Tomahawk ‘Brown said ^ that * articles m Th e 
bouse in Teheran that was to have served ‘fighters; * intercepted an Iranian C-130 j Washing ton star and an Israeli newspa / 
as a final staging area for the* assault on trtutsport headed toward the American ) P era ^ 0U f possible rescue missions had ,! 
the embassy. - - 1 fleet in the' Arabian Sea today in a "rou- 1 c ^ nc ern * but chat i ntel I 

Meanwhile, Gen. David C. Jones/the tine intercept.", No shots werefiredin the 
Chairman of th^ Joint Chiefs of Staff , and Incident, which took x place in interna- 
Secretary of - Defense Harold Brown tional airspace oyer the Strait of Hormuz, 

1 reporteis tfriTaftenicon in an efi turned j 

j the^cue ' In their briefing for reporters, ’General 
flooding Washington about the . •tfones'and Secretarv-Rrmvn disclosed fur- 

; operationlast weeJcM*- ? ■ " *’'• - fc ’ 



; • «*>*- -t*v 


One rumor has _held that the rescue 
mission was forced upon a reluctant Penr^ 
tagon. General J<mes said; "We want tb| 
be on the record- that the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff take responsibility Tor the plan ihd 
the exercising and its implementatipn*" v j 

} : ^Sfc.*Good Chanceof Success?; 

He said that after much thought, all: 
five of the Joint Chiefs^ the nation's sen-: 
ior military council^concluded that the 
operation had "a good chance of success’’; 
and recommended to President . Garter- 
that “we go on April 24.” Secretary - 
Brown agreed and the President decided ! 
to do so.. 

Another rumor was , that the military 
wanted a much larger operation but was 
forced by a timid White House to scale it 
baefc General Jones and Mr. Brown said 
the military commanders had everythn& 
they needed. w G«ieraI Jones said, /‘We 
were not denied anything by anybody.’^}: 


gence monitonng showed no signs'of anr 

uXort »n Trnri • f. ■. I ■ "T'T " - m ■ - L 


afert in Iran. 

*- - 1 *■- . ^ • * . . ■ *.♦ » o K *\s W *. r; \ 

; Mr. Brown.. also? said that the Soviet 
Union did not know about the operation^ 
that the ; United States,, contrary ,tOr.^ ; 
rumor, bad not received a. hot-line mes-j 
sage from Moscow warning against the-], 
operation and that the United States 


[Moscow of the mission when it was over.-V*- 


3 
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Whatis the lesson of the failed American come into play, the collapse of this operator* ~ 
l attempt to rescue the hostages in Iran? To must be ascribed in large measure-to made-* 
judgefrom much of the published comment, quacies in the very area that Americans have% 
it Is that the president should liaye subjected always been assumed to excel-khe mechanic- * 
himself to a series ol consultations- before » cal and the technological.* 

Agoing aheack £ -?cv c fei'- The lesson, then, of the ahorteiiescue atw 

Thus some have said that the president tempt in Iran is that the military capability in^T. 
would have been wise to share the burden of this country has deteriorated to a greater de*^ 
responsibility with- Congress. ; Others have " gree than had previously seemed ‘evident ^ 
f . strongly suggested that, wise or not, such con- ; even to some of us who have been worrying^> 
sultations were required by the War Powers ' about the decline of American powetfor the> 
Act and that the president probably exceeded-" past five years and more., 
his authority and may have broken the law in ; That the UnitedStates had lost its edgaover-, 
acting without congressional cooperation. ; a : ; the Soviet Union in strategic nuclear weapons.^ 
Yetanotherlineof argument has been that was already clear long before ;Iranr that we^ 
the president should have consulted not only lacked the conventional forces to defend the : 
with Congress but with our allies as well, oil fields of the Middle East against a direct 
After all, the only reason they finally agreed Soviet assault seemed probable; that we had 
to economic- sanctions against Iran was to destroyed the CIA’s ability to counter an mdti- 
head off military action by the United States;.., rect Soviet assault was equally likely; that we 
according to this argument, therefore, the v had all but lost the will to use force under any 
president was breaking a promise to the al-; concrivable circumstances was blatantly obvi- 
lies by ordering the commando raid and ous from our supine response to the act of war 
shoulcLat least have given them an opportu- committed " against us by v Iran nearly six;* 
nityto talk him out of it in advance. months ago (and also became maiiif^ m. the^ 

The odd thing is that all these criticisms timid handling of the rescue operation itself)., 

- have invariably been accompanied by an ac- " Now to this dismal and ominous catalog of u 
knowledgment that if the rescue effort had diminished military capabilities, we can add ^ 
succeeded, there would have been universal a decline in mechanical and technological ~ 
rejoicing and applause. And indeed, can any- competence. 

one imagine Sen. Frank Church complaining There has been a great reluctance in ourl 

• about violations of the War Powere Act or Cy- political culture to face up to these facts. At ^ 
rus Vance resigning in response to the sight of every stage they have been denied, and when, ~ 
the American hostages returning to the United denial has become rationally impossibly they / 
States in the company of their heroic libera- have been dismissed as insignificant. ^ 

tors^ If that is so, however, it means the real Military power, we have been -told- over 
issue is not a failure to consult but a failure to and over again, is obsolete in an interdepend-^ 
plan and execute the operation properly. ent world. Yet the Soviet Union,; and many k 

At this stage it is impossible to say what ex- L other nations too (Vietnam and^Cuba,. to-.i 
actly went wrong with the operation and name only two), are finding uses enough fqrr; 
why. Yet we do know that a high proportion this “obsolete” instrument of international 

• - of the helicopters used— three out of eight— ; conflict, while we for our part ^e humiliated 
: .broke down and that no backup, was availa- ~ in spirit and menaced by a threat to the most 

; ble. Whatever the cause of the breakdowns vital of all our economic interests;:* V7ii 
\ may have been— whether • faulty mainte- ^"To face these facts— to absorbithem, • td^ 

' nance procedures or the scarcity of properly think about their implications-^eads inexora^ 
trained mechanics or even bad luck— the bly to the conclusion that the UnitedStates ie . 
; fact remains that the operation 1 revealed a doomed unless we undertake a massive proT* 
: surprisingly low level of technical efficiency, gram to restore our military capabilities^alT^ 
As for the lack of backup, Gen. Yitzhakr across the board: Those who oppose sucii an - 
Babin (who as prime minister of Israel in 1976 effort naturally prefer to dwell 1 briSother ? 
had a hand in staging the spectacular rescue of things. And as they argue about the War Pow- 
the hostages held in Entebbe) has expressed as- ers Act and deplore the president’s refusal to 
tonishment at a plan that did not take account seek the permission of the Germans and the 
of how sensitive helicopters are “and how vul- French before trying to rescue our hostages, 
nerable to technical failure.*! Perhaps, as Ed- • the time we still have left to profit from, the " 
ward Luttwak has suggested, the reason so true lesson of Iran— and of Afghanistan be- 
small a number of helicopters was, sent on the fore it— slips relentlessly by. rT v : > 

mission la that the president was being overly • --..aav ^ , a . : 

cautious. But even so, the technical judgment vw 

involved grossly unreliable. - ; \ r vHV. writer is editor of Commentary ttigsk j 

• in other words, whatever else imay have • ^ 
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Norman Podfioretz 
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Why: Diet the Shah Miscalculate So Badly rj 


By Damkl Pipks ' / ; 

Amin Saikal, a young Afghan scholar 
teaching at the Australian National Univer- 
t sity r had* the good fortune to finish his 
I study of the Shah’s policies just as Iran 
was hurled to the center of the world’s at- 
tention. His good timing explains the flashy 
1 and inaccurate title of his book, “The Rise 
and Fall of the Shah,” for Mr. Saikal dis- 
cusses neither the rise nor the fall of the 
Shah; he does, however, provide an impor- 
tant analysis for what went wrong with the 
Shah’s policies. ;■ .yv*v 

Mohammed Reza Pahlevi reigned from 
1941, but he took command of the Iranian 

The Bookshelf 

j "The Rise and Fall of the Shah r r: 
1 By Amin Saikal Princeton Uniter- 
sity Press. 279 pages* SlkSO. . 

- - “Iran: Royalty* Religion and 
Revolution** 

By SaiyidAthar Abbas Rizvi Ma’ri- 
fat Publishing House. 392 pages* $30 
( Australian) „ M 

government only in 1953, when the CIA. 
helped restore him to the throne. At that 
time, he was intent on achieving two main 
goals: “to strengthen the monarchy and to •- 
j transform Iran into a strong modem pro-, 
i Western state'*; and, Mr. Saikal argues, 
these twin ambitions continued to inspire 
the Shah for the subsequent quarter cen- 
tury, until 1978. But whereas the Shah be- 
lieved a strong monarchy and a strong 
Iran to be .complementary, Saikal argues 
that these goals were “constantly in con- 
flict with each other,” and that this conflict! 
eventually destroyed the regime. 

One familiar example shows how the 
two contradicted each other: The Shah en- 
couraged tens of thousands of Iranians to- 
study in the West in order to acquire mod- ?; 
em skills; but these students also acquired 
Western ideas of freedom which, carried ; 
back to- Iran, clashed with the Shah's no- ? 
! tion of a docile subject population. Disaf- 
fection of these former students led to their - 
• massive repression by the secret police 
and contributed vitally to undermining the 
Shah’s government.. 

Similarly, the Shah's decision to rely 
heavily on American support during the 
; first 10 years of his rule, 1953-63, brought 
Iran economic and military aid, but at the 
expense of alienating the many Iranians 
who deeply resented an American presence 
1 in their country. ; , ; 


Dependence on the United States was 
diminished in 1963 with the launching of 
the “White Revolution,” a program to re- 
distribute agricultural lands, restructure 
industiy and bring social benefits to the 
masses. With these moves, “the Shah at- 
tempted to achieve two objectives: to solid- 
• ify and widen the popular bases of his 
rule; and to reduce his dependence on the 
United States.” These reforms “achieved 
several; short-term objectives” by improv- 
r. ing the Shah’s "domestic credibility and 
security; (but the) failure to disperse polit- 
ical power for fear of losing his own cen- 
tral position in the long run undermined 
the Shah’s ability to plan and execute his 
reforms according to the needs of Iran.” 
Again, the interests of the ruler and of the 
country, dashed. ^ 

A new era for the Shah began in 1970, 
when fundamental shifts in the oil market 
greatly enhanced the value of Iran's oil ex- 
ports. In one of the best sections of this 
book, Mr. Saikal demonstrates that Iran, 
had a hidden but key roie in the OPEC 
price rises, in the Arab oil boycotts and in 
nationalization of Middle Eastern oil pro- 
duction; while leading OPEC forces, the 
Shah skillfully avoided being blamed for 
this in the West. 

In combination, the White Revolution 
and the! oil' boom should have placed the 
Shah in an excellent position in the 1970s to 
achieve ; his ambitions for Iran and the 
monarchy. Yet, as we all know, he made 
monumental mistakes. As regards Iran, 
‘‘the Shah’s progress in strengthening and 
exerting Iran’s position as an anticommun- 
ist, pro-Western power in its region failed 
/ to transform Iran into a self-generating in- 
dustrial and military power.” As regards 
the monarchy, he believed that the Iranian 
people, wanted a splendiferous imperial 
rule emphasizing Iranian nationalism 
rather than Islamic values. The fact that 
Iran’s new ruler, the Ayatollah Khomeini, 
represents the antithesis of the Shah indi- 
cates the depth of this miscalculation. 

- While the Shah's goals and programs 
are presented with clarity and a sure 
touch, Mr. Saikal does not consider the 
larger questions posed by their failure. 
What were the key mistakes and .. could 
.they have been avoided? How much do the 
roots of this tragedy lie in one man’s per- 
sonality and how much in the unhappy his- 
tory of modern Iran? What lessons.should 
Iranians,: Americans, and others learn 
from this episode? Mr. Saikal analyzes 
only the content and direct effect of the 
Shah’s policies; he does not attempt to un- 
derst and their genesis or significance. _ ■ . 


S.A.A. Rizvi, an Indian Muslim (who 
coincidentally also teaches at the Austra- 
lian National University), .has blatantly 
jumped on the Shah & Khomeini bandwa- 
gon. The title; “Iran: Royalty, Religion 
and Revolution,” the picture on. the coyer 
-of Ayatollah Khomeini praying, and men- 
tion of the Tehran hostages in the blurb 
strongly imply that. this book focuses on re- 
: cent events, while, in fact,, it is a standard 
textbook;on Iran, covering topics such as 
its geography, ancient history, and culture. 

An original version, of this book appar- 
ently carried up to the mid-19th Century; 
then, with Iran so prominent in the news, 
Mr.- Rizvi added two long chapters on sub- 
sequent events; including a detailed, but 
ploddingiaccount of internariraman poli- 
tics, which lead up to the collapse of the 
Shah’s regime. ,.v 

Although useful as a summary of 
events, this account is not reliable. After 
- flaunting’ his bias in* the '’dedication- “To 
the Memory of the Martyrs of Islamic Rev- 
olution”- Mr. Rizvi condemns every action 
of the Shah's government on page after 
page. By denigrating the Shah’s “exor- 
bitant increase in oil prices and reckless 
foreign investments” he manages even to 
make “the spectacular rise in Iranian 
prosperity” from 1965 to 1977 sound malev- 
olent. And while the current Iranian re- 
gime claims that the Shah’s personal as-, 
• sets reach the astounding sum of $50 bil- * 
Don, Rizvi bDthely fixes them at “not less' 
than S200 billion” in 1977, or 10 times all Ir- 
an’s oil revenues for that same year. 

The Shah's extravagant regime, its total 
collapse, and its replacement by the polar 
opposite rule of Khomeini make fascinat- . 
ing reading; while each of these two books ! 
illustrates part of this picture,. -we still : 
must wait, for a full account of the. remark- 
able events in Iran during recent years. , 

Mr. Pipes teaches Islamic history at the 
University of Chicago . 
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Small Group Was to Enter 


Iranian Foreign Ministry 

■ By PHILIP TAUBMAN ^fr I; J 

Speetei to The New York Tliw '3 

WASHINGTON, April 28 — Carter Ad- 
ministration officials said today that if 
the effort to rescue American hostages in 
Teheran had gone according to plan last 
week. United States paramilitary forces 
infiltrated into Iran early this year. would 
have slipped into the Foreign Ministry to 
free three American diplomats held cap- 
tive there since November. :-a 

Details of the plan to rescue the diplo* 
mats indicated that the assault at; the 
Foreign Ministry would have been car- 
ried out by a small force of raideris in 
coordination with the main rescue at- 
tempt at the United States Embassy ’less 
than a mile away.' - "V ; 

When the diplomats were free, accord- 
ing to officials close to the rescue mis* 
sion, they would have been taken tithe 
! embassy and flown out of Teheran along 
with the 50 hostages held there. : 

Officials also revealed today that 
American intelligence agents infiltrated 
into Iran personally reconnoitered land- 
ing areas in the desert and near Teheran 
that had been selected for use by the res- 
cue force. These inspections, which took 
place in recent weeks, indicated that the . 
landing zones could be secured and would 
remain undetected during a the rescue 
mission, officials said. ^.jy 

Traffic Came as Surprise^ , i 

The appearance of a bus and a truck at 
the desert location just as American 
planes were landing last Thursday night 
was “completely unanticipated,” accord- 
ing to one official. He sai d intelligence re- 
ports indicated that no vehicular traffic 
would be encountered. * ; 

The disclosure of additional details 
about the mission came as questions con- 
tinued to arise about the feasibility of the 
■ .rescue effort. • . -.v/. . ^ j.j., 


Members of the Senate Foreign Rela- < 
tions Committee are scheduled to discuss j 
the mission tomorrow in executive ses- 
sion. Hearings may follow, committee of- I 
ficials said. 

The Senate Aimed Services Committee 
announced today that it had begun an in- 
vestigation into the breakdown of three j 
RH-53 helicopters, which forced can celia- | 
tion of the mission. Chairman John C. ; 
Stennis, Democrat from Mississippi, said 
the investigation would focus on mainte- : 
nance^training, supplies and perform- 
ance. . • ‘V "■ '■ ! 

The House Armed Sendees Committee I 
also announced that it would hold hear- 
ings on the mission next week: 

Crews Unaware of Mission A- % 

These hearings and inquiries, officials 
said, will focus on several key questions ■ 
raised in the aftermath of the mission. 4 
; Helicopter performance is one. Mill- | 
tary officials acknowledged today that 
the eight helicopters used in. the mission 
were maintained by crews aboard the i 
aircraft carrier; Nimitz that were un- 
aware of the- rescue mission and the 
strains it would place on the aircraft. 

■ The helicopters used in the mission L 
were also not the same ones that had been 
flown successfully in the United States i 
during practice runs, officials said. Sen- ! 
ior Administration officials have said j 
that security considerations prevented 
transporting the helicopters used in prac- ! 
tice to the Nimitz for use in the mission. j 

Another issue that will be examined, 
according to Senate investigators, is the i 
command structure used in the mission. 
The mix of Army, Navy, Air Force and 
Marine personnel, plus the deployment of 
paramilitary forces in Teheran, created 
a potentially confusing line of command, 
officials said. 

Congressional committees will also try 
to determine whether military officials 
were certain that the mission was feasi- 
ble. Top civilian officials in the Adminis- 
tration denied toay that the rescue opera- 
tion had been scaled down by the White 
House to reduce the chances for blood- ! 
shed. . ; v ‘ , . • 

Several top military officers, however, 
suggested that Pentagon doubts about the 
mission had been overridden by the White 
House. ' ’■ 

Defense Secretary Harold Brown said 
last week that he and senior military offi- j 
cers had approved the mission and con- ! 
sidered it feasible. ; ; ; ‘ v j 



1 

1 
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Iran Tells Reporter > 
For NBC to Leave 

, ; : - •• BwiUp . i i S ? ' * . r ’ 

TEHRAN* .April . 28 — NBC corre- 
spondent Erik (Rick)" Davis has been 
ordered to leave Iran as soon as possi- 
ble by the Ministry of - National Guid- 
• ance, the official 'Par^netvs agency re-- 
,: ported today. — r - 

Pars said the ministry objected to a 
report by Davis on the'Tehran funeral 
of an* Iranian student alleged here to 
. have been killed by CIA ' agents while 
- under psychiatric: care in the United 
'States. 

■ : r The State* Depart menf^says the stu- 
dent died of a heart attack: An NBC 
^ spokesman in New York said the net- 
work would not' comment until 'the 
outcome* of an- ''appeal 1 * to Iranian au- 
thorities is animunced^Tuesday: T : 


i . . 
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CIA HOSTAGES 

CIA reportedly thought some hostages would have died in rescue — 

The Central Intelligence Agency believed that 60 percent of the American 
hostages in Iran would have been killed or wounded if President Carter's 
rescue plan was carried out as planned, KCBS Radio reported. 

The all -news station, quoting a source it said has been "accurate in 
every detail so far," said Monday there was a CIA report saying "60 percent 
of the American captives were likely to be killed or wounded even if the 
assault had gone off as planned." 

A CIA spokesman in Washington whc^ha^ not identified declined comment 
on the story. 

The station quoted the source as saying the plan was approved even though 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff reportedly were given the CIA document. 

The CIA believed that it would be impossible to free all the hostages at 
the same time because they were in small groups in different areas of the 
embassy compound, KCBS said it was told by the source. The document said 
that if some of the hostages had been freed others would probably have been 
executed, the source said. 

U.S. military men carried more than $1 million in Iranian currency to 
"pay local partisans," the station's source claimed. 

Pentagon officials refused comment on the report. The CIA has not been 
officially linked with the aborted rescue plan. 

White House press secretary Jody Powell denied in Washington that Carter did 
not follow advice from his military planners. 

"At no time did the President deny or fail to concur in any suggestion from 
the military planners for the requisite amount of force or capability with 

regard to firepower or transport," Powell said. 
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1 '• By HARRISON RAINIE.-V; fj 
; Washington - (Mews Bureau)—;''! 
.‘The Iranian military trucks slip-; ) 
ped up to the entrance of . the 
captured U.S. Embassy without a 
’ hitch. Only military vehicles were , 
allowed on the streets of Tehran ., 
after the sundown curfew. 

Along with sympathetic; Iranians d 
arid an infiltration team, the 90-man;;.) 

'■ American commando squad moved;; 
swiftly around the perimeter of the;;; 
embassy, -cutting phone and electric-, 
power lines and neutralizing the rela-;, 
'tively few militants standing guard al/i 
their watch posts, Gas worked with;, 
some. Garrotes and guns had, to be-. 
used on others. : • - -i ■ ».. ; 

‘The signal was given and an explo- 
sion blew a gaping hole in the walls of , 
the now-awakening compound. Before I 
the remaining embassy captors had , 
sized up the situation, the trucks !. 
roared info the sprawling, complex. , 
and swarming U.S. commandos cut;.) 
them down. Gas worked with some; ; i 
earrotes and guns— with silencers _.,j 
had to be used on others. The hostages j 
were gathered for, • their flight to 

A squadron of giant RII-53D navy 
Sea Stallion helicopters swooped into , 
the embassy, scooped up the trium- 
phant rescue team and its cargo and 

whisked them to the airfield where the 
revved-up C-130 transports barely 
waited for the doors to close befp»e 
they took off into the still-darHene^ 

S A perfect ending to a painstakingly i 

nlotted rescue. But it was not to be. 

P The Blue Light commandos never 
made it to the embassy.. The secoud 
phase of the daring American rescue 
plan— the easiest phase, according to 
its planners— was never used because 
three of the helicopters broke do.vi 
during the first phase. The margin of 
error was wiped out and. the mission 

■ Wa A C rou C nd e «ie Pentagon andthePlam 
Siine circles for the rescue plan, tne 
Maddest thoughts are what might have 
i been: ; * >*• *■ 


\ 


.If at least six of the eight RH-53D 
i helicopters had managed lo complete 
the gruelling 500-mile low-flying mis- 
sion from the carrier Nimitz to the salt, 
flat Desert One refueling stop, and if 
the refueling had gone smoothly in- 
stead of ending in a fiery crash that 
■ killed eight crewmen, an intricate re- 
* scue operation unmatched in logistical 
sophistication would have proceeded. 

' - !• Though Carter, administration offi- 
cials have publicly not revealed any of 
Uhe details of the second phase, other 
sources have described the operation 
this way: - 

..- The* refueled helicopters would ; 
have moved from the first staging ; 
point 200 miles southeast of Tehran to 
a mountainous site— appro or iatelv 
named 'd •Mountain > - Hideout-outside , 
Tehran but” shielded from Iranian au- 
thorities by the terrain. As dawn broke ‘* 
the' ' equipment • would have been 
camouflaged and the commandos 
would have stayed in hiding until the 
night returned. > , * . ’* / J f 

,The hiding spot was pinpointed Dy 
a team oHranians who had joined the 
American rescue effort because ot 
their disaffection with the revolution- 
ary government and by infiltrators 
who had moved into the country a few. 
weeks after the Nov. .4 embassy 
takeover for just such a rescue mis* : 
sion. Some were apparently with the] 
Americans during the first phase of ; 
the ^mission, dressed . in ; military. 

uniforms. ■ . A ; 

This group— called assets by Acting 
Secretary of Statd Warren Christopher 
and friendlies by other officials— also 
had assembled a small armada of Ira- 
- nian military vehicles at the mountain 


site.;>x . 

;v(rAViSghVfaii ? the rescue team 1 would j 
.-have: boarded ’ the- trucks for the trip j 
downtown to the embassy, first stop- ! 
ping at an abandoned warehouse (for- 
merly owned by an American firm that 
pulled' out after the revolution) for a 
final briefing on the outskirts of the 
city.- 1 

...... Months of preparations would have 

come into play once the team was at 
' the embassy wall. M almost 3°, pra^ - 


t ice missio ns at ar/embassy reohea at 
. thr tramunOase at Camp. Peary, 
IHuj lSt them, tne tea m woukUipfi 
^•hvprt tn- cut .telephone and^jectnc 
imesTEach commando had an assign- 
“nienp=wipe.out a technical gadget or 
'take out a guard. •' 


■ The practice drills also made them 
-familiar with the guard. posts, some of j 
which had been left untended in recent \ 
weeks as the interest of the militants • 
waned and fewer were available to j 
staff the grounds at night Most of the j 
commandos were equipped with gas- 
‘ masks and there were some indications j 
that a v nonlethai ^ gas was the first] 
weapon that would have been used \ 
against those guards. If real trouble 
developed, long-barrel .22-caliber pis- 
tols with silencers, assassin specials 
now gaining favor with the mob, were 
at the ready. i *-'*-* *"* 

* Once the initial resistance was quel- 
led, explosives would have been used } 
to rip away a section of the wall to get ; 
the trucks into, the compound to un-i 
load more commandos for combat and . 
to round up the 50 hostages.; At the 
same time a smaller team would have 
invaded the Iranian Foreign Ministry 
where three American officials have 
been under a form, of house arrest. • t- j 

Then, depending on the response i 
.from Iranian military and police au-j 
thorities, the hostages would have been _ 
•rounded up at the embassy if fighting j 
; was light or they, would have been; 
” : moved to the nearby Anijadich soccer i 
:* stadium ; if ' fighting was heavy. f The ’• 

* idea was to call in the helicopters to 

> the most secure area, and the common- ; 
do force was ready to fight through 
the streets of Tehran to find the safest : 

. part of town; j 

, Holding^ the 53 hostages, the 90; 
American commandos and the undeter- 1 
mined number-, of friendlies/ the: 

, helicopters, by then bearing pasted-on ; 

Iranian air force decals, would have ] 
j 'taken the - group, to a second out-of- j 
i town airstrip, This one was west of] 
-Tehran and called Desert Two. ■ :• ^ . \ 

■ Abandoning the helicopters and 
' leaving them behind, the group would : 
have boarded the waiting C-130s. Pre- 
sumably under air cover dispatched , 
•from other navy aircraft carriers in : 
the region, the C-130s would have— and • 
.under the. plan. should have— flown to 
freedom." ~ 1 
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Mttr hostages were rounded up by American commanuos, mey v*uu. u 
been removed by helicopter from U.S. Embassy if resistance was l.ght lf 
Iranian military response was|heavy, hostages would have been moved tq.. ; 
Amjadieh soccer stadium for removal by copters. : '• •< 
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I of the “hu- E~gThe : lesson for. Mr. Carter, was the 
kr^p^M^ ;- ' ’ ftnanitarianTside of the operation; the ;;? same asthat taught to President. Ken-- 

President rationalized his minimalist nedy in Cuba and President Johnson in 
^approach to the combat side^Thatwas; ^ Vietnam: If /soldiers are to be sent im 
; one reason he did not consult with Con* v^as a last, resort, be prepared ; to apply > 
gress unider^ the War Powers Resolu- ^enough^fprceit tp'^overwhelm -the 
-tion: not only was he not malting, war; : v enemy n: otherwise^ don’t: play 'With; i 
1 1 i he was seeking to avoid combafc^^Sf firepowen Mn Carter should replace 

I teThat'J hope of - exerting/ military the politico-bureaucrat he named to be 

tpdwi^^thout^olen^ vitiated the /Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: 
ycommando spirit so: necessary to a with a soldier who has the judgment to{ 
^daring mission. The Delta: force had tell: the President- that the national 
Vmmmk months before been transported to the honor cannot always be defended with- . 

Mideast, and then had been psychology outcasualtiesf : --^y^v%^^yt^^^ 
Really let down when it was sent home.- Though the, half-measure was: un- 

• :• When satellite communication insured sound; the Presidents decision to take . 

^that the decision; on-whether or not to ^actionwasmorally upright and in : the> 
?. n/AcmMrTnM ^ {abort, the mission would be made in the national interest. Mr. Carter has told: 

; ^- w — H ^-V UN ^_i ne t/ nit ea Mates Qyal Office rather thanin the field, they the Iranians and the . world 'that in 
r has much tobe sorry for but nothing to ; - irit ofcaution took over;^S^ ^ : M : Iran, the unacceptable- is really not : 
be ashamed ot ln planning a com-^ yy.nnh at :,i twhv — if Pentason sookes- I poinj? to.he accented. TerroVists mav: 


V'SWyi/ 

0i 

I^MMI 

MSSSMI 




: serves uie ieinjwrar^ support oi .nis ' C jj ar ge at the staging area went by the the laughter has a new. trace of nerv-i 
^aTmen.-not- bemuse he;fe=the: ^^sixth Sopper.lnbymission.. ousnesTrffeA^^ '/ T 

• Pres ‘ < ?*" t * : Never jmindJ. that five 50-passenger, v During the war' in' Vietnam, Presl-t 

♦ ^helicopters ;could hold: all 90 -raiders dent Nixon sent a commando unit into j 
The mission a ^failure is wrongly in-y plus ^153 hostages with roonrto spare enemy territory to rescue prisoners of:; 

r terpreted as evidence or the folly ofdi^/ ;f or infiltrated agents; ; although the war held at Son Tay: The camp turned 

sixth chopper was not | 4 missi on -criti- out to be abandoned and there was ‘ 

: Iuc * ’ caution- called for tuming back, some hilarity at our ineptitude. When 

Acuities. /.. ' •>>• :: icblonehknew that: if real trouble some self-flagellator suggested: to Yity 

i In ^acty thereason the rescue failedjv^gygioped a t the embassy scenes no zak Rabin, then Israel's Ambassador/ 
was not that one helicopter pilot lost air strike would be called inland to the United States, that such raids be • 

- his way, butthat the conception they|p obody wants to risk a Bay of Pigs, subcontracted , to the Israelis; he re- 
raid was not boldienough' the-Presi- . basis of the turnback decision was sponded tartly that our mission* ex- * 
r dent wanted/ so much to make 7 his: yhot a field commanderis loss of nerve pressed our; seriousness of purposed 
surgical strike bloodless that he could/ ipijut an; institutionally ^built-in denial “You left your calling card up there.” r:: 
.not make the incision: By reducingthe; ^fnerveV. ' America has left its calling: card: 

risk of loss of life, he increased the risky & There must have been more to that Iran. One way or another, American, 
of failure of the mission; and the tragicy r^bcision: than “mechanical • diff icul- power will be back. As the victim of 
irony came when lives, were lost, after ties..^ If the three hostages held at the aggression, we have the obligation — 
•;his decision to retreat: foreign ministry were expected to be using economic pressure, duplicity or. 

; Months ago, the originaf plan calledy •! rescued along with the 50 at the em- military force — to redeem our honor 
for a -350-man / force, convey edyby bassy, some cooperation in Mr. Ghotb- and free our citizens; A ;’.y^{-^ 
many: small choppers, supported : byy zadeh's offi^is indicated;" Since our 
fighter-bom bersy. This- was scrapped ; r C.LA. ha^ieiedted Paris approaches 
rnot because, it - was considered : 1 fool^ a ‘ 57 his representatives forfearof bein g 
. hardy— as we now know, the publicly: enticed into a Soviet-sponsored setup,. 

* derided , rescue mission was secretly - jtmay be" t hat part of our caution was 

* believed to be possible — but because/' based^ol^reports that the secrecy of: 

"ib^would ; have icost. some^ Ameri can^ • the- rescue mission had been compro- 

Uives aiKl probably Iranian lives^^liS mISed in Teheram ys^ , 

^ PresidentGarter couIdnotdeal with- ^. : *nie;upshot.wasVthatthe : President" 
thatandcalledfona“safer”;optloni narrowed thedangerof casualtiesbut- 
The scaled-down plan finally adapted J lowered the chances’ of success.. This' 

: ^:9b^men/ jOTthy eight helicopters was surely humanitarian but tragi-" 
straining technical c^abdities ; -^ was cally ineffective; beware the daring of : : 
nttractivetorhim because it coul<l/b^ ■: ;a cautious man., 

cancelled along the way. Much erapha-; . " 

•sis, was put on the bailout points; .mili-" 
jtary strategist EdTOrd Lutri^^^^ 

that “deciding to get married and cbri- ’ 

centrating on dlvpr^ arrangements^ 


y V . ■ 
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would be maltreated,, lie said:, “We 
don’t burn people like Carter does 
for kicks. That line of work is up his 
• .alley.” • ru-" !'*•;& i'xQ-'-i'&y'-' 

ijo-The same view, was expressed by,, 
jan Islamic judge; Sadegh Khalkhali,; 
who brought the bodies to .Tehran, • 
jfrom the staging area of the abortive. 

V.commando raid at Tabas.e^/'/S -t-sv:; 

sincerely offer. the families of< 
i-these- victims'; of power,, lust and 
^ambition my: heartfelt condolences. 

What land of a man is Carter? He 
lis'driven insane by his desire for : 
/another term in office,’- said Khalk- 
:ihali, standing on the ramp of a U.S.-1 
fbuilt Friendship aircraft that ilew-; 
'(the bodies to Tehran; 

■iVtj/The- charred' -.remains* of* thei 

'America n.-.^vCO mmand0S7 ; ;.-i. we re; 

: wrapped in cotton to prevent disin- 
tegration. Five bodies are complete;: 
cbut fourconsist of skeleton heads;! 
and'ashesi^^^ci:^*^;™^^’^ 
;„#>The United. States has. said that: 
'eight Americans died in the aborted 
/venture, and the Pentagon said yes- 
terday that one American, Petty Offi-: 
'cer 1st Class Stanley E. Thomas, had 
Tost his; wallet during the hurried, 
departure of the rescue team from: 
•/the desert landing strip. It was be- 
Tieved this may have led the Ira- 
nians to believe nine bodies were in- 
:volved.^-> 

vJ Bani-Sadr,..at Khomeini's bidding, 1 
’ had asked international organiza- 
tions and human rights groups to 
; send delegations to Iran to exhibit j 
^undeniable evidence of U.S ;: miU^ 

^tary-intervention^M'i^^^-^S 

aft/An'e ditorialinfJomhorilslarai /. 
/the newspaper of the powerful; hard-- 
i line; Islamic. Republican ; Party/ saidl 
^the bodies should not be* returned- 
^ until Washington releases. Iranian 
bassets frozen in the United States/ 1 /^; 
^And the. : Ayatollah : Mohammed-Be-^ 
jheshti;:a leading Islamic Republican 
^member of Iran’s ruling Revolution*, 

?ary Council; said df; the return of the 1 
ibodies,V*Such important political ' 

s issues should be discussed in the/ 
| Revolutionary Council and it is the. 
^RevolutionarylCouncil that should| 
^decide.” A’ ^ "J 

Khalkhali claimed there were “at 
./least 20 morel bodies, reduced to 
gashes in the wreckage..*- He said 
• these bodies were “pulverized and 
/crumbled into dust when touched/* . 
;/;He also showed reporters a map, , 
^retrieved from one of the five heli- 
copters left by the raiders, showing 
^•five-strategic spots including the air- 
/port,. which -he. , maintained - the 
; Americans intended to bomb in : 
'preparation for, the rescue opera- - 
„tion:/ : 


.* f \ By Raji Samghabadi 

' ’ ;* v * .Special toThe Washington Star 

/ "TEHRAN, Iran — President Abol* 
hassan Bani-Sadr said today the 
•: bodies of the American commandos 
Skilled- in the aborted- hostage rescue 
operation and displayed at the U.S, 

-Embassy yesterday* [wili'beHurned 
/over to the International. Red Cross; 

/representatives of Pope John Paul II 
and the Swiss government for deliv/ 

/.ery to their relatives;-: ///A ,i;C // r//£l 
./-.In a statement read on the state 
- radio, the president said the bodies/;' 

* put on display yesterday at the occu-/ 
pied U.Sv ; Embassy here, have been j 
turned over .to the Tehran, morgue. / 

He denied Iran Intended to bargain .. 
the bodies for money or other con* 
cessions from the United States. ;.-- 

* ' Bani-Sader said arrangements will 
;be made for the families of the vic- 
tims to. claim and; receive them, 
through the Red Cross, Swiss and 
papal representatives. - 
. ..Meanwhile; some‘pf the 50 Ameri- • 
can- hostages here were reported ' 

^.transferred from the embassy to the 
former U.S. consulate in the north- 
ern city of Tabriz, 60 miles from the 
'Soviet border. Others' reportedly 
were sent to the holy city of Qom, 80 ; 

'miles to the south bhTehran,.where 
' Ayatollah - Ruhollah >. Khomeini 
makes his headquarters/ “ V T; r : - A " r: ’‘ 

/-.* The militants at the embassy com- ^ 

-pound refused to give any;details on 
;the number or identities of.hostages ; 
in eaich group/ In a statement, they 
asked the citizens of Tabriz and Qum 
to help militants' who: accompanied "■ 
the hostages and to “be vigilant and ' 

.take action against the slightest > 

Isuspiciousmbvement.”/:4i"^^ : ?%^ 
i-;>:The- militants- claimed President • 

/Carter wanted^ to provoke the,mili* / 

Hants into killing. the. captives so thatrj 
/he would be “rid/of the problem 
? once and for.all,”iSS£-?i£l-^ 
mThe militants* again*.raised.' the‘5 
■possibility of “espionage trials,” say r | 

Tng;.Carter,was terrified that' such /;■ 
hearings^ ^ would “uhmask his corrupt // 

i • / An Insider of. theclericalestab- 
Tishment^said' 1 that/the hostages 
would be/kept/in nine 1 dfffereirt/J] 

‘cities in allr -i 

; X “ According to details I- know 1 they 
■ will be constantly moved around, 

/ into dif ferent, houses and districts, 

/and fr om town to town; to minimize 
/t he ef f ect i veness of enemy intelTi *. A 
g ence work/* he said 
f^;Asked ./whetherj/j^eJ^ostages /j 
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./ ' According to this plan, Khalkhali:] 

^ said/, the., Americans intended 1 to. 1 
v seize Amjadieh Stadium to thn north; 
'ioi the U.S., Embassy: and.usb-.it as/ 
> their command headquarters^\^g;/4 
?/// ‘The attackrwas- much, larger... in| 
?'scale. and more'sinister in'/inteiit^ 
/ 1 h a n th e- Americans are, w ilii n g : tof^ 
^admiti. The^ intended to d estroyTthe /j 
/Islamic r epufil ic in collaboration / 
/w i thihelr f if t BFcolumn: •^ ;:<tnere.^ 
/arb indications that they also nursed -j 
"sinister designs for the house of r j 
•ilmam Khomeinjy: , - added Khalkhali: ^ 

All Iranians who have' visited thei] 


.'speculate, the alleged.hodies-are%of c ; 
/Iranian and other non-U.S/merce- 
. naries of. “shadowy background’*:! 
that Carter does not want to adroit.-^ 

: having 

/ “We have-found a great number oU 
^watches/, pendants, .wrist/chains/.' 
/rings and:other personal objects that '- 
Jbear . names; blood group particulars d 
/and other- identifying clues< We. will;.; 
f let the world, know later//says a sen/;! 
Hor Iranian 

He also claimed thatMocumeixis d 
^retri eved f rom the U.S: aircraft have ^, 
rgivert^;thy/go vernmeixr excellent : 1 
leads on.urs ^ secr et a gents in Ira n/] 
^and VXJ:S;^sympa tETi ers t hat Wash- /! 
»ingt6n/thrn¥s-^ 

fo.Carter;iih(a{reportH 

[made- 1 public; yester day , /said : that : 3 

feighr Americans; were : killedvinVthe/;| 

;6pefation‘andthat/^ 

farmed forcesTeiqaih 

J/;A;reiiablfeiclericai;s6u 

if e w American hostages might be re-/d 

Itained in the US., Embassy.,.The rea/q 


. son, he. explains,, is “^the/galvanizinj 



. znn 

/■The'militants, he says 1 are reluct 
'tant to- ibse/their/ posit i6n;as;the^ 



“j-SmceTlie attack Friday 'The' govi;f. 


'Foreign^Affairs,' where-:three senior^ 
U.Si?diplojnats;sincludih&;Ch:airge,^ 
. ^Affaires Bruce. I^lngen,*are}being'.^| 

the U.S. wan ts'tq'piay the game;- 
' Tike, this;-: we are ready.;. th' oblige, 

' says a vsenior' Iranian's diplomat.;.; 
.Pressed for detail oh'what the se-T 
curity precautions are- : he snapped j 
back, “The Americans will find out j 
if they pull another stupid Tabas."...-‘ r j 
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*** Prom TTm«i w»r* s*irvte»* * ‘ 

Vtf?- a bs^TaS^^ai' ■? -L • ,-r‘ : -tv* ***.>.£ - . ■ 

/^'.WASHINGTON— Six days -before -r-ran.lhe rescue-force would move to at 
i/Presiden.t Carter, tried a; rescue : raid^>"penultimate -position,” > given.’; the . 
Finto" Iran/ a'; retired .CIA ' agenfc'pub-':'# code name.of' ‘‘PP,” : close'tathe;.em*: : 



'^CentralTntelligence •AgencyVpoliU-ii+;“Team i A,’- rlooking.;.,like;r:Iraniaijs k 
^caL action staff,' outlined a plan ,m an.>>ifwould move in around th&gxnbas^ 
> article, distributed by. the Independent ;^i^d p_ose as protesting militaRts. -/^: . ' 
£ News- Alliancethat called for theset-' ■{ .•': An explosiver.diversionary; .inoW 
ftmg up of a staging area Avithin helirVitwould be the signal for the. attackers ; 
.'.’copterningeof Tehran. 1 ' 1 ”"-' R® to- storin' the. entry points -and.; for' 

g.-.- He-'said that at 'this' basei, : i«rafc r a^fagents among the Iranian “students” 
ffield". headquarters',, a -CIA operative "' inside- "the-' embassy- to activate 'an- 
i and a communications assistant would;!: anesthetization process'Lusing a non-* . 
monitor- the. operation; 1 keep Wash--’* : lethal gas that woiiid temporarily djs-.; 
V ington- informed and sound a “wrap it w^ablethe hostages and their 'captors^, 
j up”? (cancellation) signal if things. got^lThree helicopters bearing Iranian;, 
isoucanywhere along the line.-".’'. #•>.$&' army ; markings would land near the 
“ officials said ; Friday that' the ^ embassy' to- pick up- the- groggy has- 
ycommando landing ini a remote deserri; stages- and some remaining Iranian 



ji.was called off after mechanical trouV!:f:i n g As Eranian. soldiers, afid perhaps 
fables; developed in fescue helicopters;' ..- actually being anti -Tehran Iranians. 
vEight'.servicemen were: killed in an -r would have taken control -of all. com-: 
? aircraft collision as U.S; forces were : ; .niunications into and out of the com- 
£ withdrawing;;.' : pound, as well as elsewhere in Teh- • 

Copeland, who was' at the CIA.in.'ran. - 
^the.l950s when a CIArassistedopera-'i ; ;r : .The helicopters' would fly the hos- , 
5, tion Was mounted to save;: the Shah v.-.tages to a safe haven - where . they 
^Mohammed'. Reza ’ Pahlavi— now 1 : in jgL' would either be flown out. of Iran, or- 
s-exile iit Egypt— from a : coup;- said in li* would •, be taken out; "overland; .by 


_ ;/.But'he; saii : the/iarticle had-.heeri^Visaged using Qashqai tribesmen, Ifa- 
^jead by^-jormer/colleagues in th^^niad'officers training' in ' the United 

j »*.-»• agento.recfuitetiifrprnv 

J Iranian militants /Ihe.opera-. I 



L 
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WASHINGTON, April 28 — Officials! _ - ■ Ti^’" . _ ' - • -V "Z 

fSJS'SSSiSiS^TSS£- Officials Describe Painstaking Plan 
y£&“s 22 SSfS? 85 g i - Of Military and Agents SehttaJrah 

asserted that the mission ; had been • : * • r fr-* > 

worked out with painstakm^fcare; indud- 4 ^ 

ing the use of paramilitary forces infil- ^ v ' : By RICHARD BURT ■ ** • \ ' * 

trated into Teheran in-recent months. *' ( spcdaiwnwNewYffrnmts 1 

• The forces, which were said to have en- . 

! tered Iran using forged foreign pass- Jt^r^Spedal Procedures Reqidred ^ ."^' : , Yesterday, ^officiais said, ' the com^ 
ports, were to assist the 90-member com- The priority placed on avoiding deteo ma7Kjo tea m was, to be mo^ed into Tehe- 
mando team in its effort to storm the tion;; officials said, also: forced the mili- ran aboanT the trucks provided by an d 
American Embassy in Teheran and free tary^ team: to work out extraordinary <Sve n by tHein^A7~an(r Pentagon offi - 
the 50 hostages there, the officials saidiv •>* procedures^such as flying helicopters at c«rs. The first stop, they added, wa s to5e 
Military experts inand out of Govern- mght;over long distances without; radio 3 warehouse on the outskirts of Teheran 
meat have begun to raise questions about conuntocations>and;refuelihg without wfere last-minute briefing for the com- ' 
^ e 2^P e< ^ 0, ? en !/ ssio£: ' lights^ One official- said that whk plan- ggpdp team were schedulea .., " 

“wny the Administration rely on ning for the mission got under way last * ^Following the briefings, the commando 
such a small force* for such a difficult November : “forv« two; months nobody team was to move to the embassy in the 
military operation? v;- 1 * ^ i w v& vdwugfctitwaspo^le^ r tawJks.- - •: 

^ mission aborted when ^- Another said the desire to avoid detec- Officials said that a detailed attack 
theAmerican forces still possessed five ybnrwas an important, factor in deciding plee for attacking the embassy had been 
working helicopters for use in the rescue tb^launclA the helicopters* from the air- prepared,* based mainly , on American 
operation? ?• ? (O^C^ci airier NImitz in the Arabian Sea . blueprints of the buildings^xnr the com- r 

^ven if the forcehad been able to get irathe&thai^ using: a base on land,rwhich ' pound and extensive, last-mihute recon- 
to Teheran, how did the Administration migh^Jiaye led to detectionof the helicon- 1 naissance. The placement of electric and: 
exp^t to be able to free the hostages and | ters by the Soviet Union and other nearby 1 telephone lines had been pinpointed, they) 
get them out of Iran without major loss of powers. ^ ; '• 1 '•?>'* • \ - •*. " . said, and individual commandos had theii 

. Bfe?“ r ~~ v, In a briefing for reporters today; a sen- ; responsibility for cutting these lines. !' 

CoogresskmalHeartogsExpectedA ior Administration aide said that in retro- - One official said that once the militants 
Although Senator- Henrv m spect a larger force of helicopters would guarding the embassy had been “neutral- 

have enabled the mission to pnx^ed after h&xr and the hostages coUected theheli- 
SStt te ; the^American team lost three of the air- been called in from 

aster/^theA^^n^afion oaft inthe initial leg of the missionfrom the mountain base outside the city. The 

caped wi<te puMicSticism. But White i : 10 the airstrip 200 miles south helicopters, each able to carry about 40 

Bouse and °t Tebe ran. But the official said that even passengers, were supposed to evacuate 

Padding; two additional helicopters to the f the conHnand«, toe.hostag^ the 
weeks, if ^ expected the Senate ongmai force of eight would have created; American paramilitary muts and the Ira- 

^sen«^lo^c^p ro blems. v- -r ^ag^l^sthan^ppIetealL^, 


" ; Yesterday, "officials said, * toe com- 
mando team was to be mo^ed into Tefie - 
ran abcmrd~ the trtlcks provtaed by a5 B 
drive n by the CXAT^n^entogon offi- 
cers. The first stop, th ey addedTwas to 5e 
awardaouse on the outskirtsof Teberan 
where last-minute briefing for the com " 
tnando team were scheduleo .. , " V , j 
.Following the briefings, the commando 
team was to move to the embassy in the 
trucks/ *: [ 

, Officials said that a detailed, attack^ 


get them out of Iran without major loss of 
life?-~ 

Coogresskmal Hearings Expected 
'j Althou^i Senator Henry M. Jackson, 

: Democrat o£ Washington, has already 
• called the mission “nothing short of a dis- 
aster,” the Administration so far has es- 
caped wide public criticism. But White 
House and Pentagon aides expect to come 
under heavy fire; during the next few 
weeks, if, as expected, the Senate and 
House armed services committees hold 
hearings. •• *• 

Anticipating this, officials emphasized 


■V V**4V.«* UiV IUIUUUH4 

guarding the embassy had been “neutral- 
ized” and the hostages collected the heli- 
copters would have been called in from 
-the mountain base outside the city. The 
helicopters, each able to carry about 40 
passengers, were supposed to evacuate 
all the commandos, toe- hostages, the 
American paramilitary units and the Ira- 
nian agents, Jess than 2<X^>eopie in all. 


%i ^Apart from the helicopter issue, there:: The officials said that if it proved im- 
were questions about how the America* : possible to land the helicopters at the em- 
team was actually going to move into the bassy> the - Americans ; were to -have 


that the AdmSustration ’s r^cue m ission I £ea P was actuaUy going to move into the . ; 3*** the , Amenc^ a were to have 
I had been aDoroved bvttil 1 embass > r compound and then leive with., moved to the Amjadieli soccer, stadiumi 

1 i l0cated ^ ^ huxHlred yanht^the 


Staff and every other senior milimrvbffl ! hostages. OfHaalssai^ the actual as* located a fevhundredyardsfromthe 
cer involved in the ooeratiimA^Srfw ' 33,111 «> the compound required the helpSi compound, where they would then be air- 

sJKteassRisass 1 sssM^s^ssmmk 


Army rnajorgeneraJ, Jaq^ B. 

military advisory4misrioni%i^Teheran, year *-^-' $&t U 

was- aiso involved:^ 1 commanding the Area for Copters Located^ a 

mission^ they adde<L:-The ground' com- '#Thesetagents; working with Iranians - 
maiaier was CoK Charlie A; Beckwith of . opposed to the existing Government in f 
..theAnnyr.i;;^.^*- pTeheran;-are : sald-.to>have- laid plans for 

Although, some higjb-rankihg military, f. the assault cm the embassy hy>locating a- 
officers expressed doubts over whether a secure landing area- for the helicopter 
w- member force could succeed in freeing outside Teheram:The American agents ,- 
the hostages, officials. close to the mission ^.purchased trucks and other vehicles with - 
said that the Administration had^ earlier ^ which to transport the commando team 
considered using) am eyenfsmalier mili- ito the embassy from the helicopter land- 
lary team for: storming the embassy ing area, they : ^ 

■ pounds* in Teheran- - The officials' said r The rescue plan, accordingio the offi- 
that the most important planning goai in : dais;- called for the helicopters to arrive 
the missKm was to r avoid detection and at a landing area): near Damavand, a 
that this required a mi n imu m number of | mountainous: region east of i Teheran 


J: From Teheran,* the hel i copters were to 
fly to Desert Twoi officials said, ah aban- 
doned airstrip in a remote area west of 
. Teheran to rendezvous with: the six C-130 


everyone was to have flown out of the ] 
country aboard 


: troops as well as helicopters and trans- 
port aircraft . rXrnml 


.early yesterday morning. During the 
i day,' the helicopters and the commando • 
^toam irere % to rdnain hidden at the land- j 
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Officer Told Wife: I 
i-*!- ii Be in the Desert* 






i j. » w ; dc in me uesert f::t r:/ 

'*- ••■ . *:* ; *i '* - . '.. X • .‘| •"• :}$' -.-.y- 7 :./<:. 3 »»«..«r 

N<n*YbrkTln.MNew.s«r;fcii 

mi^ I T E Y IL1 ^ ; N.C - From- the© 
I 5f* n ,* °r ** s blrtb 29 months ago behind; 
the locked gates of a converted military 

surronnL n f f a th by Fon Bra 8& secrecy bait 

surronnded the government’s elite Blue 

1 S an terr ? rist unit . a portion of 
' which apparently participated in the res- 
■ cue attempt in Iran Thursday 

i„JA® t i S , ecrec ^ was in yesterday 
i ■ rl 18 * ’* was two years ago when Vice 

I ^^ ntWaIte ? F -Mohdale,Adm;Stans^1 
f—j; Turner . the direc tor ^(WrA p 
lnuiiiigence, and Zbigniew Mrzezinski. .# 
the president s national security adviser M ; 

: 5nn!^f« 3 preda j n night here to watch a t 

.200-man unit demonstrate the. storming > 
• of a planeseized by terrorists. 

; , , -P d Blue Light’s veil of security was /' 

' tJ” W ^ght nine days ago when a- 
*; forces officer attached to the unit 
c v A from sight here after telling his- 
wire simply, ‘Til be in the desert.”' 

Pentagon sources have said that about 
Delm TMm S ° f Blue Li .g h h also called the 
1 ci^ t J . ? , , t00 . k part m the Hi-fated mis-- 
sion that left eight Americans dead at a - 

! r ®!? ot ® a V r stri P in the Iranian desert. But 
i C -f 1S £ V? have declined to disclose 

details of Blue Light’s training and de- 

i pioyment.j ; ^ ( 

| ' th ?®ff use ;- F Of t Bragg is headquarters for - I 
! tr^n/ my ,? Fapid-Deployment Airborne " 1 
j ttoopsand the command center for the- 1 
Army Special Forces troops that fre-* ; l 
quently work with the OAjnclandestine 1 
operations, this is a military town that is f 
accustomed to confidential operations. 
.^However, what goes on behind the green-' '*k 
• matted fence at the Charlie’s Angels com- ' ; T 
! pound has been an- object ofrlbse^ive 1 
: curiosity here. 

The nickname, taken from a popular— i 
rllarH 10 ? i hc T* is a tr ihute to Col. J 

Charlie A. Beckwith, the combat-hard- •-:= 1 
, ened commander of the Blue Light unit ^ a 
^cjcwtt^-.a .stiff-necked six-footer with a : 
: r®P utat ? on for daring; was last seen here L 
m P u hlic about five weeks ago at an offi- : B 
i C * rs funeral. In the aftermath of the Ira-/" n 
?h laD rf a i d ’ he and his unit have become T 
i ' ™ nse Department equivalents of r a 
; non^-ons here;-'; . tel" , ; ;“y!“ • N 

nl f did v y°»f get that name?’^ said : S h: 

nS >iF le ? Fose 3d of Fayetteville, a < &; 

DemocTatic member of the House Intelli- b( 

E1?K e .K° mmittee wl:i0 bas wortced closely -;- C£ 
witd the antiterrorist; unit, when asked -A “ 
about Beckwith. Army spokesmen at Fort if re 























A ^DL- CHARLES BECKWITH; 


j Bragg concede only tiuit there have beeri ' 
--xf persistent “rumors” that an antiterrorist ‘ 
•_ unit is based here, even though the State 
Department and the Army acknowledged 
.the existence of Blue Light at; Fort Bragg 
;~2ii almost two-years agqj;!^ --^ g.^.L-k 

Most: of what is- known about Bi ue : . 
;< n 8 . comes from the reporting of Fred; : 

,- Bost, a retired sergeant, major who is the '= 

- ;; ?i 1 I , i ar {r- Writer f0r The Fayetteville 

- Tl ™ es - His accounts and congressional 
sources available to The ; - 
gn New York Times provided the following 
history of the unit::^ K. ■■ ; ; Z J ™ , ; •; 

, ;jo BlueLight was formed around NbVem- : - 
ber 1977 as a result of government con- - 
■*> cern.that .the United-States lacked the • 
, V i capability to carry out missions like the 
v| rescue by German commandos of 86 hos-- 
stages from an airliner seized by.terrorists ; 


Sff ln Somalia. Beck' with; was given- com- 
K" “and of the unit because of his experi- 
Hp ence as commander of 'an earlier. Project 
Delta, a Green Beret opera ti6n in Viet/ 
gfc nam in 1965^56. ; , :• :. 

Although based here; the Blue- Light ! 
S t . unit was not under exclusive Army con- 
jm :£° L a military unit responsiblerto- 
^fethe: National; Security Council and! it 
works throughi the Department of De- 

Ilf {^fX a t a PI° 8T i m of the Joint Chiefs of 
sj Staff,. Hoddmg Carter 3d, chief spokes- 

i i l i wf aie S,a - Department, confirmed/ 

P^.in.l978;i^-!- ' -v 

.Up After Februaiy 1978,’ the unit,/ its size - : 
iU,;- vari °u s lyestimatedatfromT80to300’; ■ 
men. drew volunteers from- all; services# 
fe but depended heavily; on: Army; Special 
^Forces; troops and; training methods;-* 
S; .;• Thos e methods;. including 36-mile 
^-•marches in full gear; were severe enough' 

. to draw criticism of Beckwith's methods 1 - 
|,i- ; according to military sources. He report- : 
s - ediy told.volunteers who had already; 
>?- paped very advanced training;. "You’ve" 
i got to prove yourselves again. " ^ *' / 

fir' { _»TJ? ey Picked people who were highly ? 
for- in : good physical condition; 

i° d . wh0 d keep their mouths shut” a ; 
j military source said;; v' - >5*;. , 

- tK P e ’ ^ fining for Blue Light troops r4a t 
!;• ,be ?amut of anti terrorist activities, with' ' 

I a °, emphasis on; rescue rather than on 
lighting, according to the; congressional 
y : source.: , 

l - " : P® deployment Monday of the Sev- 
!j;! ; ^“j^^ia 1 Forces Group for training at- 
I^Eglm Air. Force Basein Florida^may have 
. . provided; a; cover: for or been- associated 
with the_Blue Light operation. The Fay- 
:.^.etteville Times reported that at about the- 
same?time, five anesthetists. and' several" r- 

gdoctors atvthe Womacfc Army Hospital : 
in here also^apparently joined 'the Iranian? 

^^ ^saPPearance led to the 
V? officially unexplained shutdown- of the 
hospital s surgery unit. . ... 

'• ^- TheBlue Light unit first came to pub- 
«i C s^Mi C - e whei ^ tbe recently completed 

population: had dwindled to about 15. It' 
was subsequently confirmed that an add!- 

- tional SI million had been spent in con- 

; verting the stockade into a tightly se. 
cured antiterrorist training center ' ■ 

; . r Little is knowo about the exact details 
ot that training,, but in a town where the 
. military is a major industry, faith in the 
secretive unit remained: unshaken “If 
Blu f Light was involved, any argument 
$.*£• th f, mission failed because- of a- 
-Mickey Mouse or Keystone Kops element 
is ludicrous, said an aide to a prominent 


, * — “«Mwug.iua ufumineQL 

oHhe ehte ” lan " “'^ ley ' re tbe super elite 
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v Raid X ea m H ad H op ed to Surprise v 
Hostage Ccmtors m Gromid Asscmlt 


•v. • •' ..- ,; - ~ . 

y - "v By George?C.:l^ilson ^ 
’V . e and -Michael/Getler : 


/r. ;.kv.*Wts*tfn*ton;Posfc.‘6ta?t Writers 

& •Ha'd , i/-the^:hostdgey.vitescue^ iplaru 
worked, the 'ke^ step caUed ; -iOr:.heav-> 
i;ily armed- U.S.i troops- to board -vehi'" • 
rcles o u tside; /Tehran - in ttiftj?ead?of ; 
I'night and themrace- through-the^city's = 
streets 4 ota ke.thee m b assy; cpmpou n d 
by surprise^;, 

^ : The helicopters -would -noftphave 
swooped into the compound under the? 
aborted plan until; after the hostages- 
were safely -in. the hands of the rescue 
party, 

.;: Pentagon and White House official^: 
broadly \ hinted ^.yesterday t^that * the^ 
United States had help inside Tehran/ 
in determining/ the exact; ‘moihent to- 

• strike. V??* 1 * 

Presurnabiy- :; :the^ : hostagejs^-at that’ 

• moment would have,/ been * guarded 

only lightly 1 by : the ' militants. The. 
planning and repeated rehearsals over 
the last several months^onvinced the- 
would-be rescuers that once inside the? 
embassy compound their work' would* 
be easy; . . . */• • w{ ; . : J 

“The teamitself was ’.cominced that; 

• that, was the part of ; thehriission of ; 
which .they . were the most? confident 

& Defense Secretary Harold 'Brtnvn said." 
;at his Pentagon press conference yes:^ 
f4erday. . >r 

.v / q\lthough; B ro wn did mo t -specif y th e 
cbasisof .this- confidence; other rnill^ 
• ^tary . sources said it . rested ..on absoy 
ylutely t el i a bl e . i n teiligen ce /informa- 
tion on when to hit / the -embassy and . 
^what^the-situationv.wpuld- be there at 
« ffhe time. 

T/'-.The- 90 *r troops >dn _v the specially 

• trained U.S. “Blue Light” rescue team 
•’ were; armed with nonletbal - chemical 
^-agents*: to - incapacitate uthe,. militants, 

“ but they .were not depending on their 

rJi x • . ■*. 

-;*> Under the rescue plan/the hostages 
' would have been /assembled by the 
troopers, picked up byvhelicopter and 
deposited at-an nnd!sc J osed airstrip 
outside Tehran where six C130 trans- 
‘ port planes would be waiting for : 
them, propellers turning? : * 

*?■■■' The* rescue teamf* the helicopter 
r; crews arid the 53 hostages. would have 
climbed into the C130s and flown out 

L 


of Iran, leaving - tKe‘ helicopters on, the . 
ground behind ‘them. r ; - / * ' ’ .♦ > r . 

Three separate" basest in Iram were 
mapped out ‘ for the operation.- -One 
was near.Tabas, for refueling the heli- 
copters; a- second far enough outside 
Tehran so-the Helicopters approaching 
the city would not .be detected; and .a' 
third for .the escap'e ~ by .*• QI30; .trans- 
ports. ?* 

Months -"ago, the ‘Joint. Chiefs of. 
Staff had -studied ‘a; "plan '- calling for * 
the rescue -.team, to ^land. /directly; in- 
side the.,? compound. : by helicopter. 
But as 1 M: 

Mark, disclosed* publiclyr.iast month,' 
this ideaj'lust wash’t^f easible.” ?.; . ; 

The ‘revised “ plan 1 ^called • -for. the 
troops -to'sn e ak u p/ o n‘ the. embassy ; in 
vehicles,^ ratheri, than-cr ash /directly- 
into the compound, as\ was! the case !in- 
the raid ? a gainst^ 'North '‘ ^Vietnam's- 
prison camp at* Son tay in - lST70 r . 

Government officials - indicated that ' 
the vehicles for. the xaidjiad . been.co- C 
vertly deployed near Base' Two out- 
side Tehran. U.S. troops would have 
stayed there- the first night of the op- 
eration and then-jnounted the raid on 
the second ni'ght-—which would have 
been last night in Washington. 

There were also suggestions that 
the 90-member Blue Light unit Brown 
talked about publicly yesterday had 
some backup. It appears that others — 

numbers and i deritities\un]mowTi-^; 
were deployed ahead of/time at Base 
Two. They were sai d to .have been-'inj; 
rthe- process of : being extracted when's 
; the White House 'announced the raid ;' 
early Friday morning.^ . 

..• T Sen. John Glenn XPrOhio) raised *the ; ; 
; -possibility of Iranians secretly helping, 
^thewouldhe; American jrescuersL^tat^ 
’/ing: ^‘There might be /a fifth coluinm. 
, that we; have . developed In or , around!; 
-the embassy/: that was 'gojng to' help-* 
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\C: : *. By Marlin Schram ••* H Ch*V".v 

..;j0 and Edward Walsh 

. f‘ • Washtruton Post Staff Writers ; ; - •% r *£ 

':When President ; Cart er : ; summoned ;• 
his top national, security [ advisers r to^ 
the Cabinet Room Friday, April lli itS 
was to act upon a daring, rescue; plan£ 
with which they ‘were already ;famil-£ 
ian It*. -A 

, ■ The plan had been 'drafted In 
. crecy in the Pentagon , just aftervthe| 
U: S. Embassy, iri Iran had been seized/^ 
arid Americans, taken hostage.'.lt; had 
been refined and, '‘simplified /sbyerai3 
times since then. And* atLevery^itep,^ 
the president' and' his ‘'advisers.; had * 
been fully briefed by the chairman of $\ 
the Joint Chiefs 'Of t Staffs Gpn v David; 
C. 'Jones;' ^ 

: £On April- 11* the .president VWaritcd;v 
fd review the details once more; and toJ 
review the changing situation he. felt ;J 
might make it advisable to put the^se^ 
cret rescue plan into effect 
'^Attending were. Vice President Mop Vt 
dale, . Secretary of ‘ State / Cyrus <;R»^ 
Vance, : ^Defense ^ Setreta^^ Harold; 
Brown CTA"Direbtor Stansfleld Tur-C - 
ncr : and - national security ?aff iire. ad-^.4 
viser Zbigniew Brzezinski.^^ 

■ YesterdayV with the orice-secm "rcsjl 
cue effort now aborted and; very pub-j 
lie, administration “officials outlined jj 
the factors that had led Carter to aefc^j 
All diplomatic efforts to .free AtheS 
hostages had failed, admirilstratioii; bf^ 
ficials.sdid, arid there was. rio reason 
■ to believe that the hostages would befj 
released in the foreseeable futdrei; 

"Carter and his advisers had. com 
eluded that unrest and divisions within, 
Iran, plus unrest' between Iran;:'and- 
Iraq, were endangering the safety , of?, 
the hostages. .•■ 5 n:JW;;*v frfjifrL toM' 1 }”;- 
The day before Carter’s At)rtl t ll v 
meeting, a spokesman for theTmili-^ 
tants at the Embassy had warned on 
NBC’s "Today” show that they would 
"destroy” the hostages if Iraq attacked 
Iran. Iraq was a . vehemently anti- 
American country with which * the 
United States had severed diplomatic 
ties. .... •>.. •. .;*■ r>. 

The’ statement apparently* weighed 
heavily, upon the president. In a com- 
ment just three days., ago, Carter tpld 
a group. of editors arid broadcasters,' 
when asked if he would be willing to 
"jeopardize" the lives of the hostages 
to end the crisis, that the hostages. aI-. : 
ready were jeopardized; 


&• % re t 


' . s 
; x i 



' : IJe cited some "disturbingt state- 
nients made by the terrorists.. For in- ' 
stance:.. If Iraq invades. Iran, ?; this/ 
would, 

SlMbSv 

.... .... 

lAm hd addrid: "Ther&W&^not 
irtitrihdUte coUntcrstatcii\eht ^nde b^j 
cither Khomeini or the government?! 
officials.” : r : r . 

On .April;. Hi thcr6 wire other con- 
cerri^ that ;. ^ImihistvnUpaw, ctfleiftl? 
new as foh«bbUrii:idfovh|^ 
rescuev .effort, as .opposed ^tpr^Brim^ 
other; iless risky :, military r/stbp^iTheJ 
tinit^d States always*' had. the*; dptiOrt^ 
of. trying to halt Iran’s International' 
commerce by mining its harbors ori in-:; 
stitu ; ting a naval blockade; 
i;*?.? Butlv Americaii^off iciril^; iay.t they 
: were as concerned about the draw- 
backs of mining or blockading as were | 
some ;ol the vocal ."critics;, Vutside the 
'government. Ei th er > >s tepf ICoul d : ;add 
.'greatly ^b tension^ in the Persian Gulf 
brid unite r the; Islamic ' world agairist* 
^ the: United States.':,,; 3'y V 
Sf/f And ’the ; ' officials felty the; approach : 

:. of summer was a compelling factor'in 


^Firj5fi\temperatures - would/ rise with 1 
v.the ^coming "riiaking’ the J 

f helicopter and Cl 30 transport takeoffs | 
:^more difficult and more costly of. fuel i 
^sVSecorid, the operation had to be con- 
ducted f under ..cover of night (two 
{nights^ actually, . with the .intervening 
{ daylight; hours ta be. spent largely . in 
I'yingjipw, andl -.ftpyiri g:.'t6':; byoid detec-; 


5^ Th AtjjFrfd ay;:-^pH^ 

\ i ourned with the: pr eslden^giying ten-;; 
;-tative approval tb bhguvthe operationij 
^hb^;folIowirig^^nda^^e^same^ 
‘.of officials Tevfewed'tjietdftaiisjl 
larid‘,Carteh gaye. hf^fin.afeappWyal^prJ 
Jilie, rescue 


^,%ThlS' week^^with ' the rescue 1 op^ra-i 
tipi^abb^ to begin.Uwo developments* 



l p ublished -:i ■ ‘ & t ; commentary in:; which! 


>I 4iIes>CopeIand; a former. CI A-offieialT a 
v^ amiltar'ywltri;- irah/.-Vpresente^a^'de^j 


s talled; ;planvv:t6 [rescue. t 1he,r hostages ^ 
^ One>^administratlon-'-^6fficiai;'Acbm ^ 
^ plained ; that-.the t next day the,, story .- 
| was :V pic ked u p a ncj f carried in.; Iranian 
^newspapers as ,■ though- it was, the otfi v 
Mpial American rescue plan//, y: 


r^lTheri: he-co'mplained. Israeli , intelli- ' 
rgejice put iout . a story to the lsraeu; 
ypress. saying that*; there ha^! beeu'/an; 
• .increase of;U.S. air activity ;in the ret i 
•r gi o it, *. and: they , believed _ th \ , United j 
^StateSi.was preparing to run - a ; rescue 
^ effort;: ;f ,.*• * ; ; ^ } ■■ r’r'r^I.i 

Thursday ;> q}prnlrig,> just ; about : 

yfiftitfrae: part.bnwas.mee^g^wit^ Slii<- 
rmqri'Beyes, chairman of the Israeli pp-< 
:po sitibn" : JLab or n Party, ^eightVv^huge 
RH53 . helicopters took? off:; from. : the j 
eU.S.; aircraft?, carrier Nimitz.S 

"Wp-. were .vary conscious .of .the fact.; 
itliat we- did not wgn| to -appear, tense 
lor anxious.V' said one of ti>e few. senior 
.AVhlteiiHousef officials : who; knew ..of :: 
fthe' plan. ivi^So. the president tried to: 
[ikeep to; his daily schedule ; and: so.- did 


Lwe. 




i vThroughout the operation, the' presi* 

: dent* was : apprised of the progress of' 
j the ,missioii f > by. telephone calls/ from' 
r Jones, ^who*!. was; In * turn, * in .contact- 
Hvithrthe' rescue : party invlran.l Carted 
could have ‘spoken directly . with * .the* 
^field cpmmanders, "But .the president, 
••made a decision that he did npt' want: 
j people : in. the field to' be distracted byj 
Jhaviiig; to "serve as - play-by-play; and; 
-/color anribuncers;’ one’ official said y : -| 
-S||A.t; midday, Carter was bold that ;one| 
liejicopter “has gone down,"' The ipres^J 
-iderit arid hls'top Assist ants tri eq'to go ** 
about; their ::’bu3lness.>;Later;f word 
^came^thal 'ItiftVd just ‘made^fow^ 

1 nnrlln rr - oh/+'ifrdf ' I h<* m lec tXrS tMAo’'ei 111 



^ -Then- word c am e- th a t|a ^s eco rid . h el(^ 
* c o'pVer. h a d :turqed ba c ti td/thev]^ 
with/mechariical problepaSv;-Theh;/Wlth| 
thefrescue "party .pn</fhel|groijuidr!4h| 
: Irani;' iA’DesertOne, j h e" president* w a s ^ j 


. uwpACLcuuiyua . aujaycut* Wv'V ,4 

; Qval -Off ice- as;he listened -to; Jopes- dn|i 
;• th‘e; other . end ■ at ' the ‘ phorie^He/ was 4 
) told jhat’i'th etbp.fj.eld /officers •= iri^De-ig 
r sertl'.One) hadl/argued^'anlon^ 

* selves;- about, whether tp try to' contin^j 
'/ ue the ;missipri w :4,u i,; 

Vt^rs— one/fewer- 



f J irTlie president Tistehedi- At- 4:45' 

. V. a prnxn f Vi n'-AHfl am ji Cti Ainllt. AM /I InM* Hi a*^! 


COS' 2 
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■;•... ^PVi^s^nt’wiioAirM present re*; 
palled /that' Carter' 1 appeared 'clearly.' 

1 ; , iv- “ were- no casual- 

--,• .. . .C’i..«i.vri^fS^£»^*sS^4ent,sal’d after. hanging.' 

- : ‘ --Vv - ' ' s v'- 5 "* A* 1 ^- POonet' ^AiU^- there was no de- 

' , • •;. •'' -./•? 9!3u|d' haye been' worse ,£?' -j 

lyj/phe presldent and his advisers had?j 
• .;.- ^reared that tfld Soviets might have' de* - 1 

J. Uctedthei opera tion and told 'the !ira-\ 

» nianS. But /that Ktlort 


j: ■» , - - ■' (mu. I.MIU ine ara* v 

i Jjot ? ' happened.?. 

^^‘‘“^R^^thatVth^nSssio^ 
i could beglilpnew. In. the' very'near f u -/‘ 
f ture. yyf.t M- $ M ; . “ i\, 

k&fi Pm&P later, the prMidentV’ 
yoolf , aoot|ff>* call from .the. Pentagon' . 
?5iW i !?pip>; As he. listened., his 
i ; ^! 1 hplipeablyi according Id. one L' 

v official who Was there. He'JnnL-prf V,;;'A 



b?en a'seridus problem '? 11 
?.i> an aqcident -. I'. 1 * ? ^ : s v r ;. ^ ^ r 

vfV^lght Americana had heeni ^(lied. 


EXCERPTED 


t. 
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Nothing fails like fail ure. As a firestorm of criticism . fif was deteriorating, in Washington s view,. to -ui& point*, 
engulfs President Carter, the wisest response to!the:ggwhere the safety of the hostages was becomxng;more| 
abortive rescue mission in: Iran should be ;one of jre-^j^piocertaih^^lifithjithe* nights? growing sho rter ^and v 
served judgment The- nation's heart goes:'dut to ; tbe^summer heat^of/tte I^an dwert^creatinr grwteK 
eight servi^men whose bodies^were/left^ih^aming^PPera^ 0113 WficultiMi the president-felt he^had.tOiactv 

w^kage on the Iranian? desert andit^the' hostagel^ijMw or bide his time for^nths;:Perhai^ ^:lmfel|| 

families whose emotions once again are gripped with f; that a rescue mission, whatever its results, would re~? 

. ' . i • j • • '• _ .1 - — i--- •' — 1 



_ iW .„i European NATO members of a^naval^quarantine 

* ^irrCarter’s first duty to the nation is toi present as against Iran, for example, because their economies are 
detailed and candid an accounting of the incident as the Vv even more dependent on the flow of Persian Gulf; ou 
safety of the hostages in Tehran permits. An essential .?-> than is the American economy. But the: planning, of. a. 
will be some explanation of how a mission obviously j;?, rescue mission whose: chances of success rest so* 
authorized and planned at highest level could turn into heavily, on the element of surprise is not the kind of ac- 
such a logistics disaster. Until thismatter is resolved ^;;'g^ tion anv country has to share with; any other. As for? 
public faith in?the military and intelligence establish- ;^ ^consultation? with:Cbngres3; under the War Powers Act,: 
ments will be sorely tried. ? ■ • - >. •: . “ i! kilte Psali we view? this as? a gray? area; Mr. Carter would bavei 

,v. Even more importantmust be a forthright discus* fig been wise to advise a very small inner circle* on the 
sfpn by the president of crucial policy Questions. Did he:?. Hill; But he probably was not legally obligated toi db so. * 
consider all the ramifications of a failed mission be- : Although cool? appraisal is preferable to emotional, 

fore heordered the rescue o^ration? Didhe anticipate* « Q rnAmontmf rt^teat and desnafe this should! 

the reaction, of U.S. allies; who had grudgingly under- 
taken economic and diplomatic sanctions against Iran 
on the understanding that the U.S. would not take pre- 

--.".I. >• A TVJ 


mgs 

Siif! 

steisi 

Xi 


Ml, 

> V- ! 

' ?Vv? 


ll? 


' ■/. ■ ^ 


Ifjlif 

IfH 

lit, 

jv.: \ 
he ..kii-.-V' JifV'-w 


reaction at a moment of defeat and despair, this should^ 
in no way anticipate a positive- judgment ■ of the ad-,: 
ministration’s record in this incident. Prom the begin- ' 


Vi* uib yuuv*w»*M«M.Q . 

cipitate military action? Did he even contemplate the 
consequences of a successful mission as it would affect 
the future allegiances of a! humiliated IranJi 
“ 'As the country waits for answers totheseand other 
questions, a key factor should be kept in mind: Of all 
the military options open to the president, the launch- 


patience for two key reasons: 1) patience offered the: 


lag. of a rescue operation was probably; .the least 


UCOl uvpv ivi uib » v -* — : : — : o, 

2) longterm U.S. interests in the Persian Gulf require a 

• viable relationship with Iran and all the other major oil 

• powers. If the crisis can somehow be resolved without-; 
. bloodshed between America and Iran, an eventual rec-a 


Dably; ithe least 4*i? ohciliation will be that much easier: Moscow’s designs • 
provocative; Had the mission: worked asplannedj ..rad%»|?nm- in opposite directions;|pi?i .fir 

the Joint Chiefs of Staffadvised the White Housethat itfi;:;.?fi.kWe, regret that President Carter found it necessary,^ 
had- a. good chance of working,; most of the hostages in his; judgment, to take action; His own earlier state-- 
would have been rescued without many or any casual- - . k?: ments had warned that a rescue operation mi^it not be 


- J .• -J» ' ' *! ' ; "V ■ - H ' " 








m 


v?: UU<» nuiiv- TTW *VW*-. w T- . 

_ , - >^ 44 |;hostag 6 S??uiterestsi have been damagedrby^tbe faile^: 

Canada’s Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau said yes? 4 rescue mission;; we bebeve tbelC^ 
terday. that when be was warning earlier ! in the week fifi: 'every right to keep all options open. . 
against American military action. In the Persian Gulf,; : ; At a moment when it is tempting to. criticize the 
he was not intending to exclude a rescue mission. The fi , ‘United States, the world should remember that. Iran is 
official silence of France; and West Germany, may the country that has broken international law by.im?.; 
betoken a similar feeling. despite hostile (reactions in i- prisoning; diplomats and Iran is the country that has 
the EJuropean presi: ■ * ;K ' broken? every?- code of civilized conduct by playing with?; 

- While the timing of the rescue missioned obvious ?|i the lives of 50 human beings in the most sadistic way 
drawbacks, so far ^as U.S. relations with Western Eu- fifi imaginable; Critics of the rescuef mission— at home and| 
rope are concerned, the administration’s; defense is at • abroad— must keep in mind that Iran is the provoca.-? 
least worthy of consideratipn. Iran’s internal situation • ; teur and the potential catalyst of war;fij ' •' - r - 
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Soviet Bloc Gan'f 
FI IransiTrade 



By OSWALD JOHNSTON;?- > ■ 

_ w. Tim** ' f ■ 

^.WASHINGTON— The^ Carter . Ad-, 
ministration, in a. show of unconcern 
. over a reported trade agreement be- 
.. tween Moscow and Tehran, said 
^Thursday that the Soviet Union and 
• its allies will not be able to make up- 
,;ior Iranian trade lost because of .eco- • 
,. nomic sanctions imposed by the Unit-,- 
?ed States,: Western Europe and-Japanr 
i.ViAt the same, time; Administration 
officials dismissed warnings, by critics' 
.that- the current hard-line approach-. 

1 to: the hostage crisis might drtve lran- 
: into the arms of the. Soviets. 

have ^no. evidence- that-";i-2,C r; 
'.economics sanctions; will, resuit.iir fa '4 
-■major increase ini trade-between Iran? 
rand theEast Bloc;” State Department 
jsppkesmam.TomReston said.-“Trans-;"i 
portation capacity: between Iran and?] 
-the SovietUnioais limited. The So- 
iyiets 'do not have the; economic, re 
^sources to- replace goods-Iran-. had 
; been importing ftom the West” - ji - 
ff'Another.-: Administration- official, 
‘discussing: the possibility of U.S. ac- 
tions inadvertently- pushing Iran to- 
ward closer ties- with/ Moscow, said, 

“ We think Iranians are well aware of 
the hazard involved in too close an 
-association with the Soviet Uniom“ i : 

Reston, in his separate statement, 
referred to the post- World- War U 
occupation, of part of northern Iran by 
Soviet troops- as-'a/"sobering exper- 
ience with the Soviets which we hope- 
the Iranian leadership has not forgot- 
ten.”' 

A main source of State Department 
nonchalance- Thursday in reaction to 
Tehran’s announced trade deals with 
the Soviets is the universally low re- 
gard U.S. intelligence analysts have 
for the Soviet road and rail transport , 
.-SystenL-si'^s^At^^A:^.. 


:;-;.-f:“The Soviet rail system is a source ; 
of bottlenecks even when, things are j 
running smoothly,” , one official-. ex-A 
: .plained .: ?. 
fir The main rail link between Moscow ] 
land Tehranis ;a singletrack transcau-vj 
icasian line skirting, the mountains butJ 
crossing the.'; equally, forbidding ; 

: mountains of Azerbaijan-,# has been 
b adly-maintainedibn-the Iranian side 7 
si nce .'.the.- tail or Shah - Mohamm ed 
, Reza rahlavt; intelligence specialists 
■ s ay, and as a result a major Bottleneck V 
has developed -.on the; frontier., be- . 
j tween the two countri es. ^ 
'A.b 'Ihe, last time anyone’ studied the . 

: satellite . pictures; ithere-, were vun^ -j 
'counted miles: oi. oackea-up’ railroad ' 


up 1 

cars unable to move on both sides of 


-e To this is added the fact that . the j 
goods Iran stands to forfeit from the'J 
West as a result of sanctions are for j 
the most part spare parts’ and other ] 
finished products that are either not i 
available in the Soviet Union or are 
produced there in low quality and in-;; 
adequate quantities. 

The Soviets want to buy natural 
gas from Iran, in part' because it has 
in the past formed a link in an elabor-. j 
ate barter arrangement with; Western '-! 
Europe that gave Moscow a source of 
hard currency. ' 

Last month Soviet- Iranian ’negotia- 
tions toward a new gas supply deal 
fell through because the Russians re- 
fused to meet the Iranians’ stiff price 
—to be paid in hard currency. The 
Soviets on Wednesday were reported 
close to a new agreement on Iranian , 
natural gas. ...'•. "pA ';4 
.% At the bottom; officials here see ho? 
likelihood that Iran will let itself be 
driven into trade deals in rubles or 
other soft currencies no matter how 
much they feel threatened by the 
prospect of Western trade sanctions. ' i 
• Other officials likewise expressed 
skepticism, that Iran’s announced 
agreement to sell 100,000 barrels of 
oil a day to Romania would ever meet j 


/ Iran’s' declared 'objective .of getting 
‘ pMd $35 a barrel in hai - d currency.' 

"We assume Romania will try to 
work out a barter arrangement,” one 
-.specialist on East Bloc economics 
. said, noting that Soviet Bloc countries 
as a rule seek to “pay” with goods 
. wherever possible in their external i 
.trading accounts because they- have ! 
little hard currency. • : , • •• i 

;/ .“Iran can price the oil at $35 a bar- ; 
rel, but what would they really be 
. getting in return? You need to look at ; 
the real., value and 1 quality./ of the ; 

: goods they g?t ip return,”: the U.S. ‘ 
■.specialist said.’v«^:Vvi - >■■■■' : r ~:. •;><. ’ 
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I n a cool night in the Iranian desert, the 

American commandos had all but | 

given up hope. One of the six big RH-53D j 
helicopters, a vital part of their mission to 
rescue 53 American prisoners in Teheran, 
sat on the salt flats of the Desert One base 
area, hopelessly crippled. Back in Washing- 
ton, Defense Secretary Harold Brown used 
a bright red “secure” telephone to call 
Zbigniew Brzezinski, .President Carter’s 
national-security adviser. “I think we have 
an abort situation,” said Brown. Brzezinski 
rushed to Carter’s hideaway office with the 
bad news: the commander of the rescue 
operation recommended that it be; called 
off. Jimmy Carter mulled it over for just 
seven minutes, then announced simply: “I 
approve his recommendation.” 

The: rescue mission aborted in flames and 
death when one of the- big Sea Stallion 
helicopters collided with a C-130 transport 
plane on the ground while maneuvering to 
refuel. The evacuating Americans left be- 
hind a battlefield scene of burned, junked 
and abandoned equipmen t— and the bodies 
of eight marines and airmen. Their plan- 
ning had been ingenious and their prepara- 
tion meticulous. But the 180 rescuers — -90 
commandos and an equal number of air 
crew — were undone by an improbable run 
of bad luck. One by one, three carefully . 
prepared helicopters had dropped out of j 
action. More than 40 Iranian civilians had j 
blundered into the Desert One camp as the 
American troops were^, arriving — and at 
least two had escaped with the momentous 
news. Then came the evacuation and the 
tragic, wasteful fireball that killed eight 
men and badly burned four others after the 
mission had been written off. 

Mountain Hide-out; The Carter Admin- 
istration was understandably sparing with 
the details: of what would have happened 
next if the mission had not been aborted 
at Desert One. But sources told, News- 
week that the plan called for a ground 
assault on the U.S. Embassy in T eheran and 
on the Iranian Foreign Ministry less than a 
mile away, where three American diplo- 
mats had been cooped up since the start of 
the embassy siege. After refueling at Desert 
One, the helicopters were to have flown to a 
mountain hide-out east of Teheran to wait 
out the daylight hours. The C-^Os would 


1 " ■ ! 

leave Iran and later return to a separate 

base area outside the capital. The next 
night, ;the troops would drive to Teheran in 
vehicles; “pre-positioned” by someone— 
perhaps U.S. intellige nce agents or pro - 
AmFrican Iranians. The rescuers apparent- 
ly expected to attack when the militants 
holding- the embassy, had relaxed their 
guard; there was speculation that the 
Americans intended to use nonlethal gas to 
neutralize the embassy guards. 

Once, the militants were overwhelmed 
and the U.S. hostages secured, the plan 
called'fqr helicopters to land in the embassy , 
compound and lift all the Americans out to j 
a nearby airstrip where they would board 1 

the C-130s for the flight to freedom. It] 
seemed safe to assume that jet fighters from j- 
the carrier Nimitz, which had launched the 
helicopters from the Arabian Sea, would 
have flown to Teheran to provide air cover 
for the departing transports. 

Secret Meetings: It was a bold plan* j 
designed to hit Teheran unexpectedly — ^ 
fromlthe ground instead of the air and from jj 
the east instead of the west, the line of flight N i 
from friendly air bases in Turkey and 1 
Egypt. Jimmy Carter gave the order to go 
on April 1 1, and every morning thereafter, 
Brzezinski convened a secret meeting of 
senior mission managers, including Brown, 
Vice j President Walter Mondale, Secretary 
of State Cyrus Vance, djrestQE Stans- 

field Turner. W hite House aides Hamilton 
Jordan and Jody Powell and Gen. David 
Jones, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

The commandos had been selected with- 
in weeks after the embassy was seized last 
Nov! A The identity of the surviving raiders j 
was still secret late last week, but sources 
said, the team was drawn from the Blue 
Light unit at Fort Bragg, N.C., an anti- 
terrorist detachment set up in 1977. The 
commander of Blue Light is Army Col. 
Charles Beckwith, a Green Beret veteran of 
cross-border operations in Vietnam. Beck- 
with himself commanded the rescue party 

on the ground in Iran, reporting to the over- 
all mission commander, Army Maj. Gen. 
James Vaught. 

* Delta Project; The difficult, unorthodox 
mission was nothing new to Colonel Beck- 
with. A big, bluff man known for his shouts 
of “Press on” in battle, Beckwith has spent 
most of his career in the shadowy world of 
“special warfare.” Because of the secret na- 


ture of his work, the Pentagon will divulge 
little information about him; according to 
one old chum, Charles Mohr of The New 
YorkTimes, “even his middlenarae is classi- 
fied.’’ In Vietnam, he once commanded the 
Delta Project, a force of Vietnamese, Cam- 
bodian and ethnic Chinese mercenaries re- 
cruited by Special Forces and paid by the 
CIA f or irregular missions. ^ 


Fiery Collision: At Desert One, the 1 
American commandos were preparing to 
evacuate when frustration turned to trage- 
dy. | Moving into position to refuel, one heli- 
copter rose 15 to 20 feet into the air and 
began to taxi around a troop-carrying C- 130 
toward a tanker plane on the other side. In 
the darkness, the helicopter pilot apparently 
was unaware of how close he was to the troop 
carrier. While banking sharply to the left to 
complete the turn, the helicopter’s rotor 
blacie slashed through the fuselage of the 
C-130 at precisely the point dividing the 
crew and cargo compartments. The C- 1 30 
was neatly sliced in two. The commandos in 
back managed to rescue an Air Force cargo 
master pinned in the wreckage-by the heli- 
copter’s rotor. Then they bolted out the rear 
door just before their transport and the 
helicopter burst into flames. 

The five Air Force crewmen in the cock- 
pit j of the C-130 never had a chance. The 
three Marine crewmen in the back of the 
helicopter also died, but the pilot was 
thrown clear and was among the four men 
badly burned. The fire set off ammunition 
aboard both aircraft As explosions and 
shrapnel ripped through the night. Colonel \ 
Beckwith ordered crewmen to evacuate the j 
remaining four helicopters, which were j 
brimming with fuel and liable to explode in j 
a chain reaction. In the dangerous circum- j 
stances, the rescue team did not pause to I 
destroy the helicopters, but piled into the ! 
remaining C-130s and took off for Egypt. ! 
Later, Pentagon officials admitted th at j 
some classified equipment and documents 
may have been left behind as well-— possibly 
including the plans for taking the embassy 
in Teheran. 


cotf ' 1 
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Bum Treatment; Marine Maj. James Hr • 
Schaefer Jr. of Los Angeles and three other 
injured American servicemen were flown to j 
Ramstein Air Force Base in West Ger- | 
many, where U.S. State Department and 
intellige nce officers supervised a tight rin g 
of security. For twelve hours, the two 
marines and two airmen underwent inten- 
sive treatment at Landstuhl, the base's 
topflight medical center, by a team of bum 
specialists. The hospital declined to report 
on their conditions, but one staffer said the j 
men had suffered serious injuries. “It must 
have been one hell of a bang," said a medic. 
“Those boys really got it." When they were 
fit for travel, the patients were dispatched ; 
to the Brooke Army Medical Center in San j 
Aqtonio, Texas, for extended treatment. • 

* * * * 


Assault: In their public damage-control ; 
statements. Administration architects of ; 
the abortive rescue mission refused to out- 
line their specific plans for taking the Tehe- 
ran embassy. At a press conference. Brown 
went no farther than to disown the idea of 
assaulting the embassy directly with heli- 
copters — a noisy, tricky, maneuver in the 
middle of downtown Teheran that would 
have endangered hostages and rescuers 
alike. Privately, U.S. officials admitted that 
a ground attack against the embassy was 
intended — but they would not elaborate on 
how 90 American commandos could over- : 
come about 150 armed militants who re- 
portedly had wired the compound with 
explosives. 

The most forthcoming senior official 
would say only that Carter had given strict 
orders not to initiate combat with Iranian 
forces, but that the Americans would have 
fought back if challenged. Whether friendly ' 
Iranians were to play more than a support- 
ing role in the operation was open to conjec- 
ture. Ohio Sen. John Glenn suggested that 


certain Iranian leaders, distressed by the! 
growing power of the embassy militants, 
had agreed to “look the other way" and; 
perhaps even provide the assault trucks and I 
other equipment. E merging from a class i-l 
fie d briefing from Brown, Oregon Sen . j 
Robert Packwood spoke vaguely of some j 
“ other arrangements in the streets" in sup -i 
p ort of the U.S. assault. -I 

Impossible; As far as it got, the rescue! 
mission succeeded in totally surprising ! 
Iran's revolutionary government. When ’ 
the first reporter called the Defense Minis- 
try for comment on the raid hours after the 
U.S. team had been evacuated, the duty 
officer replied: “No, that's absolutely im- 
possible. If it had happened, we would have 
picked it up on the radar." Trying to 
recoup, the military command quickly an- 
nounced that its pursuing jet fighters had 
forced the American aircraft to the ground. 
Rumors swept the coun try that hundreds of 
“marines and CIA agents " still were prowl- 
ing about the desert. President Abolhassan 
Bani Sadr, returning to the capital from a : 
tour of the southern oil fields, diverted his 
plane over the American landing site for a 
personal inspection. Later, he told journal- 
ists that U.S. commandos left behind “will 
be arrested — if they are there." 


EXCSRPT2D 
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Eavesdropping on the Iranians 

There was at least one secret reason for Jimmy Carter’s failure to 
break diplomatic relations with Iran until early April, five months 
after US. hostages were taken in Teheran. During most of that 
period, U.S. intelligence used electronic eavesdropping devices to j 
intercept messages between the Iranian Embassy in Washington j 
and the Foreign Ministry in Teheran. As a result, the White House ! 
gleaned some sensitive information from Iran and acquired a '■ 
working knowledge of how the Khomeini regime’s representatives , 
were perceiving events in Washington. j 



I 
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r ^"' '- : ~ ' * " -■ * - 2300 N- Street, N.W.:.; : | 1 ||| 

.'r .. - .** Washington, D. C.;. 20037®^.. ‘ ^ 

In: the wake of.- the bungled- hostage-rescue attempt In Iran-. ' ...-'. -:;v $00 

^ " ' j Carter:: is the big^loser— bothy as a; political figure and as: a ' world-; leader U® 
Rallying around the President in' a time of crisis won’ t' last long this time ' 

. • - • -•" • • .; ,^;.. yr , v>:;. ; 

Carter is likely to keep his hold on the Democratic nomination, but a> re- > Wi 

election victory., against; Reagan and Anderson in November will be tough now. 

Dealings with Congress will , get, rocky.;: : A; Capitol Hill search for villains - SS W0 
in. the Iran- fiasco is bound to njb. dirt in Carter’s wounds.' ,,.vT.;V: v. 

Failure of. Carter to consult Congress before the strike will be the 
opening for; another round of attempts to rein in the President’s powers. ..V. "% "l 

i -• i ’ v l. • | |j 

There will be plenty of other losers— and* some winners, .too. • • - i-v-lfiflP 

I KS. military An equipment 'failure in an operation so long in the . • 

planning makes the brass look inejpt. Congress will hunt for scalps but . v K®®; 

Vln. the-end, more money may be voted to improve military, readiness. ■ ■ :L 
jJ . v s »; intelligence — Was there: faulty: data on the weather near the Iranian 'C- 'l* l ®t|f| 
staging area? Probably not,, but ^Congress will check intelligence anyway. V 

Beef up the Central Intelligence Agency's undercover arm? Possible. •..‘.V./u.Ji ' 
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Carter's mission to rescue the 
hostages goes down in flame 'S0^£M.. 

^ T °J- bIue ! igh,s etched the outlines of the 

the SShrS! 8 , s ‘ n P- Sudden ly flames illuminated 

the night sky, then gradually flickered out On 
f ndsof Dasht-e-Kavir.Iran’s Great 
Srin^ne > a /the burned -out hulk of a him- 
benng U.S. Air Force C-130 Hercules aircraft 
Nearby rested the scorched skeleton; of a. U S 
wreckaee we-rr ^ Sea Stallion helicopter. And in the 

S: e r ,he buraed bodies of eight, American m£t£ 

jxsfe 

had ordered a Courageous' SD S?n 5 Pres [ dent Ji *nmy Carter 
m«Uec£o^^ 

h J?. the rescue ? ffort w as particularly painful- three of the eipht i 



ne of the many ironies of the en- 

fss 

Shah counterinsurgency strata 
io Jaafe ted after the revolution y^r 

£w?ssa^?B 

ith fhp . 'LL 


~ ■ n^rrrrfiyniiiTl 

Sr ssr 

SsS&'sssS, 

™»{ know 

won t ever consider using it.” 


' Now the worst: was over hut th-~ 

Ikrz: ;v'.. f ^ re , stlI . 1 .. 8reat worries. Would the emo 
:£ • \C2‘ honal militants at the U <: u« mo ~ \ 

: Out (heir ihreats to kill rh.. ~..” y _ C ? rry 


loathe unfuldw* ev«n.« t ° h ^- 121; 

ter telephoned some foreign leaders and 
key_ members of Congress, VaSe S 

get readvfo 31 ‘ he State Department to| 
hostaeesVhc the relatives of the i 

bur«^' Th ?- meetln8 ended a ‘ midnight 
each' participant returned to his own ' 
office to work on into the night! 


''\JSS^SISSS^ 

SSSSaSli 
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proach. And just when you seL to £ . ^ I 
ceeding, you pull this caper” tobesuc - 

fidentlSfttf t0 ?^ deS re mained con- j 

oou^ay^," 

nSnaCaLTa" “""‘J 
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^Letters 


•V 



Reporters Who Spy 


To the Editor: i* 

My knowledge of the affairs of the 
Central Intelligence Agency is insuffi- 
cient to judge if the use of reporters in 
intelligence work is either useful or 
fair. However, The New York Times’s 
April 14 editorial “Journalists Are 
Not Spies,” criticizing Adm. Stans* 

; field'' Turner, the director of the 
X.I.A., for suggesting such use, is a 
i disgraces. ; , 

The Times has been rather consis- 
tent in defending people like Daniel 
Schorr. It is also the paper which pub- 
lished Seymour Hersh’s disclosures of 
confidential intelligence information. 
Mr. Hersh is thareporter who, at a re- 
cent conference sponsored by Ac- 
curacy in Media, said with reference 
to national security: “The bottom line 
is that it is up to us . . . . It's your guy’s 
job to keep secrets; it’s our job to find 
OUt.’V . ..... 

The New* York Times is saying, in- 
essence, that it is intolerable to sug- 
gest that reporters might be asked to- 
spy onother countries, butit is quite in 
order and desirable for them to spy on j 
their own country. ? v . Victor Aun 
Wayne, Pa., April 17, 1980 ^ 
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Reporting for the CIA 


x 

:< 


affiliated with the government, there 
is a vast amount of information free- 
ly available to anyone’ tq-Swants it 
7 vshere. r - ; ’. .. • 

. ^•Foreign intelligence agencies are 
;j^said to- have a relatively easy; job 
, ^-'gathering information . about the 
' United States because newspapers, 


-■£ * •** ■ 


* •• - / . • 

• : ' ■’** - ' & . ; • ; , : 

J Stansfield Tfirnerj.director of the 
CentratAIntelligence- ; Agency^ dis- 
played*^ remarkable lack of under— 
standing of the press, this week when 
he told • the American Society - of 
Newspaper Editors ih Washington he 
couldn’t see. whyjnews organizations 
would object;; to theih^ employees 
™-f the sanl 6| ti nie for the ^ ,• magazines, radio and television make 

CIA *- .1 -|.4 Jso much information available to all. 

> 4 ' If the'. CIA wants t<x know what re-- 
*4 porters find out, they can- read Amer- 
ican publications and listen to Amer- 
ican radio and television. . ' 

, _ Turner said he has approved us- 
( „:, r ing American journalists to- gather^ 
‘ information three times, but' the- ar- 
rangements were never completed./? 

: . .. He is entitled to ask journalists to co- 
operate, although George Bush, who 
directed the CIA in the mid 1970s, 
specifically prohibited using: journal-.; 

. ist§ to gather information, - 
: - ; If Turner .feels such connections 
^ to be proper, it is incumbent on the| 
journalistic profession, as organizaA 
tions and as individuals if ap- 
proached, to make it clear just where 


“l am sorry," ’fiirher was quoted 
as saying, “I don’t understand the 
connection that you, make between 
serving your country and being free.. 

I think you can do both.”" ^4^4:4 

Serving the country by freely in- , 
forming its peopled* the goal of the 
American press. It is precisely for 
that reason that reporters and editors 
don’t want to be on the payroll of the 
government — any government — 
while they are trying to- report the 
newsi;> 

This is oner of the distinctions be- 
tween our system and that of the So- i= 
viets. 4 l-l, 1 . 

It is essential for foreign govern- 
ments and citizens to be absolutely 


certain* American; reporters are not . . they stand, 
an arm of the American government. ,41 Serving the ' country isn’t *the- 
This is difficult enough without hav- 74 same thing as serving the CIA. ~ 
ing the head of the CIAvtalking. about The best;' way for journalists to 

enlisting newsmen in <?, intelligence serve America is to report informa- 

gathering. * tion fairly,- clearly and independent-' 

; ’ , Because the press is free and not — ; ly — to everyone. ^ ’’ f 
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CHARLESTON GAZETTE (W. VA.) 
1 6 APRIL 1980 





• S-V. r. 


Very probably, we would say. Moreover, there 
is the more frightening possibility that commen- 


I T IS EASY to say, as many have said, that 
whether a journalist wishes to be recruited 
f or CIA wo rk- should be left up- to the indi- 
vidual journalist But what of the millions who 
, rely upon the' journalist to be independent, un- 
touched by even “good’’ influences? , . 

For: that matter, what of the journalist’s em- 
ployer?' Shouldn’t he have a voice' in the deci- 
sion?- More is involved here that an individual’s 
right to use hisr free time as he sees fit In most 
known cases, the CIA has engaged [the services 
of foreign correspondents sent abroad at their 
employers’ expense. This puts thejmatter in a 
: different light; ; 

Aside from the employer's right to resist pay- 
ing the. travel expenses of CIA agents, there is 
the matter of the objectivity/the employer has a 
right to» expect from writers sent abroad. Will 
the CIA point of view creep into commentary 
v written by. CIA writer-spies? : ^ ; 


tary would be tailored to accommodate CIA 
programs. Human nature, we suspect, would 
make it impossible for a spy to ignore opportun- 
ities thus opened to him. 

Stansfield Turner, the CIA director, implies 
that the news-gathering community is unpatriot- 
. ic when it opposes efforts to merge the function 
of spy with the function of news reporting. He is 
surprised by the hostility of editors, publishers, 
and writers;’ organizations.? •' ;• ; 

■y^/This is the shortsighted view of a man who 
/obviously does not perceive that informing 
America of what is happening in the world — 
without the hand of government, without even 
the appearance of conflict, is itself a patriotic 
function deserving of special mention in the 
Constitution. It is a patriotic job the press can- 
not do if its writers are spies. ' 



t 
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t mix 


CIA Director Stansfield Turner 
says it. would be naive to think that 
pther nations assume that foreign 
journalists have no associations 
with intelligence agencies. Well, if 
foreign governments had any 
doubts. Turner and< President Car- 
ter nave assured them that the CIA 
indeed will use journalists asspies if 
the situation calls for it. ' 

Turner has disclosed that he per- ' 
sonally approved the use of journal- 
ists for covert activities on three 
occasions. It is beside the point that 
the three operations never got off 
the ground. When members of the 
American Society of Newspaper Ed- 
itors challenged him on the policy 
last week, his response showed that 
he had little regard for the serious 
consequences of the policy. “I don’t 
understand why you think if you ac- 
cept an assignment from me that 
you are no longer free,” he said. 

The CIA policy has several serious 
implications for the news media and 
the American public. 

First, it is crucial that journalists 
operate independently of govern- 
ment. Journalists, of course, talk to 
CIA agents and they often trade in- 
formation within bounds. But hav- 
ing journalists on the CIA payroll is 
something far different: ^ 

How can correspondents on the\ 
CIA payroll maintain that their re - \ 
porting of U.S. ■ activities is unbi- r 
ased, particularly if the topic is the 
CIA itself? How is one to know, for 
that matter, that such correspond-” 
ents will not file deliberately mis- , 
leading reports to serve some secret 
CIA end? 

By extension; the CIA policy casts 
doubt on all foreign correspondents. 
Since the CIA is quite properly 
squeamish about identifying CIA 
operatives publicly, no one can 
know which correspondents may 
have been coopted and which have 
not. ’ l • v * 

Second, by confirming the CIA’s ' 
willingness to use journalists as 


agents, Turner:' mays encourage - 
t other countries to place* more re- 
•strictions on reporters than they 
would otherwise. Intelligence agen- 
cies say that American journalists 
have been valued as operatives be- 
cause they have contacts in foreign 
governments and because they can 
ask questions without arousing sus- 
; picion; It is unlikely, however, that 
foreign officials give 5 reporters se- 
cret information, since journalists 
generally publish what they learn. 

. Further, if foreign governments 
believe the Cl A> uses reporters as 
spies, them contacts in government 
are likely to be weakened. Report- 
ers may no longer be able to ask. 
questions without arousing suspi- 
cion if other governments wonaer 
whether they are not what they rep- 
resent themselves to be. 

Finally, to say that the CIA policy 
threatens the independence of the 
press is to say nothing of the fact 
that, it may actually endanger the 
lives of American foreign corre- 
spondents. Reporters routinely re- 
main behind in areas of conflict af- ' 
ter other Americans have been 
evacuated. And, if some journalists 
are CIA agents, even those who are 
not might be in greater jeopardy 
than otherwise. It should not be for- 
gotten that the militants who seized 
the American embassy in Tehran 
seek to .. justify their - actions by 
claiming that their hostages are 
\ spies. - 

' The press obviously has self-inter- • 
ested reasons for opposing policies 
that may fetter journalists in their 
efforts to gather the news. But the 
public has a stake in the issue as 
well. The independence of the press 
is protected by the First Amend- 
ment not to serve, the special inter- 
ests of the news media but to assure 
the free flow of information, which 
is essential for democracy to func- 
tion. To that end, news from other 
lands, as . well as that from home 
must be reported fully and unvar- 
nished: - \ - 


k 
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ARTICLE APPEARED 

outrage y 


THE NATIONAL GUARDIAN 
30 April 1980 


•> B m ' '•''o’.’v?; ••••»' 






~ Phillip Agee, a former CIA agent? is fighting UnTuisiq 
j|Slale Department's Illegal revocation of his passport In 
. . Hamburg, W cat Germany. , Author of “InsMe the! 
: C« r "Pw.yt My Ll r e with the CIA;” and otbeir writlngs on 
u ft ft '" 1 ? ,,, 8 enc<> gathering system, Agee bits been 
honnded by the federal government for scvcml years 
because of his dlvulgence of CIA secrets. . .i-' Til 

In the following Interview, conducted by Guardliuil 


■f ^ — — - V UJ ; uua(Ul fUI 

correapondent Phil Hill In Hamburg, Agee cokiunents on; 

•r pnmtnt n j . r. . m i , « . • . 1 • \L • 4 



.,,,,,,■ . .. 

.There’s a lot of talk recently about ‘ ’nhleaohing” tbe? 
, CIA. To what extent has CIA covert action actually been' 
- leashed over the past five years? i ' 

Npt much at all— legally. But secret intervention 
diminished somewhat. I think, because of the Huges- Ryan 
•.Amendment ofl_974 which requires the President to certify 

that^ he ■ has ocrstihstlv' "'linnrnv^H -.It „A«w<Lvf'«k — 


1 think there’s an element of truth in the' claim that the 
amendent has made covert action more difficult, but only.; 

^.forfearof exposure. I also don' t think that anything short of i 

■ overt military, intervention would have saved regimes m3 
Nicaragua or Iran. The uprisings in both those coutries 11 
occurred despite all that the. CIA and U.S. military have 
done over the years to support those regimes. Those • 
l^mqy^nents show how effective popular opposition can be, ^ 
• no matter whp or ivhat is oh the - other side. --ttl 



‘there are. aroiirid; 266 people on tfiesfe‘committ^s;?so’i 
••••■ the large number of people makes it almost certain tirat ? 
important operations will not be kept secret; ' The 
amendment prevents operations from going forward 

v.Hbecaiise ftfftrtalc iirn* * i' _ ‘ •' « • 


C UU1CT Siac. ‘ 

Then the movements were getting too atrong to atop. ' 
Wasn t Vietnam the first example of that, and wasn ’t It also 
Vietnam that caused the restrictions to be placed on the 
agency In the first place? ■ 

' We shouldn’t forget that what the CIA was doing to^ 
‘ stabilize” Nicaragua and Iran it was also doing ’ in 
.Vietnam during, the 1950s. It, was the- failure of. those v 
operations in Vietnam that led to the overt . military 
intervention in the 1960s. The main thing illustrated by’': 
Vietnam, - Nicaragua and Iran is that there are ways to 
defeat secret intervention and both covert and overt 


■ --*** wv T Wit. Uino. uvet i ; 

Sf.5“PP. ort r ° r repressive regimes. 

wha{ extent : Is the ; Afghan' ' guerilla movetfient 'a^ 

~ crenflon nf (ha CIA «*irl ...lLi i A 


■--> ■* , t r >~ luviwtnvjui a 

creation of the CIA and to what extent Is It a genuine 


Indigenous movement? 


There s no doubt that there was real opposition to the 1 

mnrrae A M tnwft . ... r . . 


any attempt made by the adndnfsfiifioi dmrfeo l 
i the past five years to Initiate covert action; under the ^i 
; Hnghes-Ryan 

r ;T^ e agency and .the ieorigrcssional conimiitfees: 

fehave iiever denied^that cpvert actions have continued; irt" 

fact they have admitted that they.have. The CIA director 
even admitted in Senate- testimony there had been 
exceptions when the President did not notify the 


. - - uppusiuon 10 me 1 

^changes begun in April 1978 when. [Noor Muhammad] j 
; Taraki took over the government. These changesfsucH asis 
the emancipation of women, land reform and literacy' 
programs, were certainly of great value, but they were 
^opposed because they attacked the traditional power ofj 
? n 8f 0U P s * n Afghanistan. This is something which thel) 
CIA would certainly : take advantage cif. if only becaiise 1 ? 
Taraki was a. communist.' ' • 


opera tions-risnialliof 
: largc-p were undertaken In thi past five yeHrs, fcuf tKeife’s 
doubt that they have continued. ■ ‘ 

yon think that IIughes-Ryan has been a factor to , 
the failure ofthe U.S. to intervene in Nicaragua or Iran J 
for , example, to prevent the ft overthrow*; of . friendly $ 
regimes? 

Well* we know that* actions have continued,^ but we 
also know that high-level officials at the CIA have 
. complained j that • the requirement to notify eight 
; has severely: impeded their possibilities for 
engaging mjrcjrtain fypes^of operations. 5 v - 7 ; i' 


v Taraki was a/communist.'i ; * - 'V: 

I can’t say if covert support for the rebels starteS jmor to 
the Soviet intervention, but if I had to guess 1 would say it * 
• started in 1078, through Pakistan* most likely. Neither the ! 
^Soviets nor the Afghan government has, so far as I have :| 
seen, given any concrete evidence of outside support to the f 
rebelsprior to the Soviet inten r ention. But it’s important toJ 
realize that the CIA has traditionally worked with refugees i 
v 1 in order t3 support counterrevolutionary movements-m^i 
Eastcrti Europe, in Vietnam in l ; jthe;l960s, Cuba InPthe" 

Is |I possible then that the CIA has just managed for once 
to latch onto a genuinely, popnlar movement In. 
Afghanistan? : - V 

1 don ’ t support the Soviet intervention certainly. Ithink It j 




l. 
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f?t>as ^serious mistake, on their part. There was certainly 
opposition to the programs that began in 1978, but it’s 
f'-.: impossible to say what the effect of outside support has 
been .for this opposition. The unfortunate thing, 1 think, is 
that these reforms were not sufficiently sold to the Afghan 
; people in order to prevent the traditional feudal powers 
c^from. having the. success' they had. ' ■ 

-- Now the otherpartofthe Afghan question is of course the 
*& geopolitical one, and it is there, 1 think, that there has been 
^amoyerreaction from .Washingtqn.’Prcsiderit Carter has 
been following the surge of nationalism following the Iran 
> s -^ — eqver. You might even call it chauvinism on his 
^/.part-frthat and his own seemingly hopeicss position in the 
-t||reelectioncampaigaat that time-^-were key reasons for his 
'Vi!i poizing on Afghanistan to puff himself up even more. He’s 
using the Afghan situation for domestic political reasons! I 
^ don t believe that the Soviets are marching toward the 
4. Persian; Gulf from Afghanistan, 



SstipHlsisbly^l sooriVdo yonthlnkthat-i 
the, y.S, iroiUd he wle to use the argument thaf it and Ininl 

RVAvHIImI ArImb am It J * » . ,1 ** 


a foothold In Iran again? 

They probably will try that approach'" But 1 don’t think ? 
.fj the CIA; will find Iran a fertile field for conducting' 
^°P crat i° ns ’ The chances are a lot of their contacts were! 1 
: hilled of left during the revolutionary period, or just after; 

, the fall of the shah- 1 would think it would be very difficult * 
;Vfof them to r&ruil Iranians of any real importance to work : 
A for them in the near furture.One possibility is if there’s a 
^ civil war in Iran, then the CIA might be able to pfovisionl 
^onc side of another, : \~: . . / ■ v . V : )| 

The recent developments concerning your passport are 
i! related to the hostage situation In Imn, aren’t they? What’s 
* r the story there? i .vj .-r ;; '-'A .^vv'5 

Thepassportbusinessarosebecauselhadproposedthat 
one possibly quick solution might be for the Iranians-to 
‘ accept a substitute for the shah. This was when he was still 
yn the U.S. Perhaps : they might accept the CIA’s files on 
gTits operations' in Iran since the 1950s as *a substitute for- 
grthe shah.;-; : \ -'-.V*- 'Vf.! Ky-X* 


. It seemed to me that a very quick solution to the hostage ' 
crisis might be available. I spoke with the militants in the 
^ embassy in Tehran from my flat here by telephone. I have a 
little booklet which is made for American businessmen who 
y travel overseas tndt has the. numbers and addresses of all 
y ,U.S. embassies and consulates. So I had the embassy 
^ phone number in Tehran and I just dialed it direct from here 
$Un Hamburg. Someone answered the phone and I said “is 
N- this the American embassy in Tehran?” Hesaid, “no, this 
:• is the nest of spies.” And I said, “well, my name is Philip 
Agee and I want to speak to someone there about an idea l, 
fej^haye^ And he said, “oh, ; we know .your name and, as a4 
^;matter : : of; ; factJ. I fekd your boofe^. Vv *rA-j 
fe^So Itold them about the idea of accepting the files as k 
' ^substitute for the shah. They said they ’ d think about it. And 
the very next day, a Sunday, an officer from the U.S. 
V. consulate here came over and delivered a letter saying my 
^<P ass P or ^ h a ^ been revoked. Obviously they worked very 
fast on it. I don’t know whether it had to do with-the phone 
call, whether they had monitored it. Bui it was very fast 
work, and for them to have the consul come over here on a 



W) 


*>■ 


^substitute the ^ CIA files for the shah? 

a call back from the Tehran embassy on Christmas' j 
;.:-'moming. They told me they had considered the idea and i 
thought it was a good one, that it had possibilities, but that i 
they wanted the shah: They : also said they: already knew :j 

■ Kerf Koam Unmn «n T»a« h 


&r;<f£ Ton mean A 


- 


^/Ljhe files In the. embaMytyA^ ... „ v 

-they .said the farmers. know-. it; bfecause;bfvth6ir‘;1 
poverty, the; intellectuals know it- because of Atheiffj 
: imprisonment* the religious community knows it because ! 
i,C\ ofrcpressionandthestudentsknowitbecauseof theirslain | 
^comrades; So they salcj, “we don r t really need the files to i 
^know what’s beeq going on here.; We want the shah/^ 


/V 1 Miuugfu II incy goi me : uies tney couia snow me day-lrtjll 
V day-6ut links between the CIA and SAVAKJthe Iranian 
^.secret police under the shah], how all the money came for=*$j 
setting up the shah and S AVAK in the 1950s, where all the ^ 
f > training originated, how the equipment got there. But they 


*y -y , Were yoli prepared to go to Irn to help them If Key did ft 1 i 
A get the documents? - >' V* % \f/j. r \ : , v /Jii] 
y>"yi.had no plans to travel to Tehran and I, hadn’t .been 
fy invited, contrary to press reports planted in the states; 

wouldn’t go to Tehran while the hostages were still beihg'yjj 
;^held.\ But, I ; think ? it’s ' yfry ; important for Americans r to 'h\ 
understand why all this happened. The core of the problem 
is the, CIA’s work with the shah and SAVAK oyer many A 
\J yeafsf If in the 1980s this kind of activity is revived, of 
xl* Acxpands into other countries, there will surely* be strong -fj 
. reactions eventually. y And no one should be suprised cither.^ 





% 


% 
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m, 

u 


!- ; * -V. ■■ ■ ..w /... v • £■/> » 

- What about the legislation in Congress now to make the - 

• naming of CIA agents a crime? Would that affect yoturAi 
l work? Jl '; .. ; /■ V v « *. ■ C ; ;;V : ;• v ; 1 *:;.. . •; • • • • • 

; The bill wouldn't affect me very much. They're trying to j 

prevent other ex-CIA people from making revelations in fj 
the 1980s and 1990s, Other people already know how tospdtfj 
CI^ cover positions. It’s <jUite easy £6 do. They call this the '-j 
“anti-Agee bill,*' but as I said, it wouldn’t .affect me.V 
It would have a big impact, though, on the people in ^ 
Washington working with the Covert Action Information;- 
Bulletin. They use perfectly unclassified information—^;; 
public records— to name names; and it's pretty 'clear that-; 
: whtre - the 4 bill v affccts ■ non-CIA people it would beV: 
unconstitutional. If the bill does pass, ( my colleagues in;£ 
Washington might go to court immediately to try to get it - J 
rilled unconstitutional. The reason the CIA wants that 

legislation so badly is that they'te found out in the past five }l 

v ; ; : years that it's possible for just a few people to di> a lot of 
*1 ? j damage to their activities . They exaggeYate somewhat; of £ 
: ;g£- course. about what we've done to them, but we havehad an ' 

^effect;] I'. think.’ ' ■ v* jf&i?:'.: .'.ri* 

> ; What other legislative efforts are there to help the CIA * 

get back to business as usual?w^:^ . 
vY-: The main attempt over the past few years— in addition to j 
the Hughes-Ryan repeal and the naming names bill^has $ 

• been the idea of enacting a charter for the agency and forjj 
the FBI as well. The purpose of the charter legislation til 
supposedly to prevent the abuses of the past, but in reality * 
it would authorize the CIA to do practically everything it did 

' Jlpfnrn* fhoro ?e *» ,Anl A 1 non. _/■ n • 1 * 


Wbftt do yon think activists in the U.S. should be doing 
X **ow to stop these attempts to “unleash” the CIA? What; 
, fi ! 10U ^ die main, focus of activity be? -f 

A/ Th l cre ,; °ugbt 1 to be^a • campaign : to4 sustain ■£ the :j 
Hughes-Ryan amendment.* -The whole movement r to i 
^rehabilitate the CIA as an arm of clandestine intervention! 
fought to be opposed; Tm . hot really familiar enough with J 
the situatiori in ; the. UjS; to know if these Efforts could 
succeed or iiot-^and by succeed, >1 don’t mean just in 



^ I ye always ^said that Vhe main concern is not really : 

with ^ the CIA, Ibiit with th6 people .who run y the ? 
^.U^Sir^The :;CIA. acts| as their instrument— ^these^ arb the 
people >wKo;nin the multinational corporations; who 6wn : 
fVn the banks, who control the traditional political process^ 
** the professionals who service ; all , of them ;, arid! the- 
military-industrial interlock. >‘* " * ' 1 *• X' v^V- 


tiir' v" 1 " changes occur in the U.S.' in terms of political power 1 
and economic Control, there will be a need for the CIA 
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Grand Jurors Link Some Deaths to 

*>TTf ' - ; * 

Project Allegedly Established 


4 for Explosives Schooling 

• . 'j£» .»« „v-4 ,V?:^ 


4~ 


* , : 7 ? -By ROBERT PEArT^ jsTyV 

* V' : “ Special »TbeNwr Yorii Tbnea : " 

WASHINGTON, April 25 — Federal 
agents arrested Frank K. E.Terpil, a 
suspected* International arms dealer, on 
Friday* after a Federal grand jury re- 
turned an indictment that accused him of 
shipping explosives abroad, conspiring to 
commit murder and training terrorists in 
Libya. • . ‘v 

The indictment charged that Mr. Terpil 
and two*-other Americans conspired to 
supply explosives to Libya while teaching 
other people bovrto make explosives in a 
terrorist-training project. As part of this, 
the grand jury said; the three arranged to 
have ashtrays, lamps, alarm clocks, 
flower vases, refrigerators, television 
sets and radios turned into bombs with 
concealed explosives. .. 4>- y M.t 4: V , . 

The indictment said that "one or more 
of these bombs killed several Libyans" 
and injured three Americans who were 
involved in the terrorist training, project. 
The deaths and injuries were accidental, 
according to Assistant United States At- 
torney E. Lawrence Barcella Jr. ; 

i • Accused in Manhattan Case 

The 40-year-old Mr. Terpil, a former 
Central Intelligence Agency officer, was 
arrested Mast December in * Manhattan, 
where prosecutors said that he had tried 
to sell 10,000 machine guns to undercover 
detectives. , The Manhattan District At- 
torney, Robert M. Morgenthau, said that 
Mr. Terpil had, sold $3.2 million worth of 
arms and other goods to former Presi- 
dent IdfAmin of Uganda. Mr. Terpil was 
released in $100,000. bail and is awaiting 
trial, in that cise^ 


: The indictment returned Friday men- 
tioned only Libya, not Uganda. Indicted 
with Mr. Terpil, but not arrested, were! 
Edwin P. Wilson, described as thet presk 
dent of Consultants International, a con-: 
suiting and marketing organization, and: 
Jerome S. Brower, president of an explo- 
sives manufacturingftcompany in Pomo- 
Jina, Calif* > V ,-VV :--V 

* In an interview last month at his home 
in McLean, Va., MriTerpil acknowleged 
selling military products and other items 
to Libya and Uganda; but he insisted that 

- he had not violated any laws. - 4 - - : t !■ 

1 . Mr. Barcella said that Mr. Terpil was 

: arrestedabout noon at the Secret Service 
Training Academy in Beltsville,Md.,‘ 
where herwas trying.to sell some of his 
products*'-^ i**v r*? ■■■• *;■ -r-v^-^r 
4 The arrest was made by agents from 
the Federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
‘ and Firearms. A Federal magistrate or- 
v dered MrrTerpil held in $100,000 bail. He 
is to be arraigned next Friday/; :; * : - 
" /The* magistrate issued a warrant for 
the arrest> of Mr. Wilson,, who was be- 
lieved in-; North Africa or Europe.. The 
Government said Federal investigators 
had notified Mr. Brower's lawyer of the 
indictment and expected him hr court 
next Friday. • - . * *• ;4- ::;r J > 

. The indictment said that Mr. Terpil 
had used his association with the C.LA. to 
recruit someone to- murder a former 
member of the Libya's ruling Revolution- 
ary Council^ Umar Abdullah Muhayshi- 
Mr. Terpil and Mr. Wilson were said to 
have offered to pay the assassin $1 mil- 
lion and, according to the indictment, Mr. 
Wilson delivered $30,000 in expenses. The 
killing wa£not carried out, Mr. Barcella 

Said. : THKW . ‘ 

The indictment ilso said Mr. Terpil 
and Mr^Wilson acted as Libyan agents 
without notifying the State Department. 
It added- that the three men distributed 
payments jn cash and, on other occa- 
sions, through bank accounts in Switzer- 
land in an effort to conceal payments for 
work dbnein connection with the training 
of Libyan terrorists.^ •‘vi.-.x - 

They also, hired "numerous American 
citizensyand shipped high explosives on 

- commercial cargo aircraft to conceal the 
nature bf their activities from Federal 
authorities^the indictment said.. , ? y. - *4 


i 

1 
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,, ‘ Afederal gratfdjuryhas incUctkl"';;and .Terpir'c6nspired to. sell the 

- two former &GIA employees;*, on ., 'Libyan government explosives- and 

- charges they*conspired to smuggle.-, \titRing- devices and to hire demoli- 
explosivestcrEibya for a terror trainp£ tion experts-Aneeessary to-nrake- 

. ing project and to plot the Sl milIion^.explosive. xlevices_.and. to - teach 
assassinationof a Libyan defector, ifc^- others how to make explosive de~ 
. wasdisclosedyesterday; 4 W^-vlces in aterrorist training project.” 
Tb^granddusy; which returned:^; 4; Wilson and. Terpil allegedly ship- 

sealed indictment Wednesday? a Iso-* ped- hundreds of pounds of explo- 
■ charged- ^i Califdrniais explosives -' r sives to Libya in 1976 and 1977— .4. - . 

> manufacturefcwitli lying under nSth y. r „ 

i, to cover up the conspiracy: — «■ . — -The indictment said “one or more 

;‘£ The threfea re charged witli sup?3 of these bombs killed several Li by- 
;plyihff the-explosives'forthe’pfo-^ S iail3i ' atl<l in -i ure<i ' ttiree American 
gram, for 'use in such hdttsehoi^i^ ployees” ofi Wilspniibut did; not 
itemi as ashtrays* lamps#aIarmJ.:t:« ,aborate ?.Pnsthei circumstances. 


falarnr.ijs'o 


• iuv (Mitanu iTCiuifmc, mu.,-uv: - . ? ii .w ducgeu ine iwo men: con- 
FranleTerpil, 42, e former CIA r em- ;‘4'spired to use-their CIA association to 
ployee also alleged to> have soliFtbe!,' ..-‘hire an'assassirt'tbmurderUmar 
Ugandan:govemment;of;Idi;Amin ; : i;AbdullahMuhayshi;aformermem- 

more than S3 million tn surveillance ; .:; ber of the Libyan Revolutionary 

.and special weapons.-: - Councih. iVluhayshi had defected to 

; j^The; indictmentyas-kept underi— Egi^pt,.-. -/ . r- , ,« .,'w. 

s, seal for two days while federal' au- ^ 

rthorities tried id locate^-dne-of thep^- ? ex-mtelhgence agents, in 
men,, wha still! has nob been found ^seeking; to hi re an; American; as an 
The other ex-CIA official, EdwimWll-i ^ss^JOrSought to^ leavei-.the impress 
son, 52, is; believed to be out oftheT rsl0IL that the-planned murder was 
country. Wilson's, lawyers declined! V s P onsore( ^ and su PP or ^ etl by the CLA 
.comment yesterday: i ^ ^^ ome < ^ker government^ inteili- 

Also named.in the lbHcounfindidtft^ ' ■ agency,’' according to the 
ment was- J erorae Bro wer, presiden ■ Ai S.-£r -? ’ - ’i ; vy v* 
of-J^.. Brower- and Associates.--an^.v' Sources said- the American^ 




k 
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ASTlCCK'gW^* V 

on pageJB-L-^- 





-.1 T.VA- Vioi-t c bkirl. V* f Q r? rr/l 



■^y^vE#a5-formerp;' employ es^'ofH'.tfieS 
£ee\ixal'InteUigehce;;A 
|beenincncted.fo'r^ 
vmth • the v president of. a/California^l 
^ased^xplosiye : iirai;"inr:xonnec : ^ 
?fion with the opera tio ri of -a^ seer et-y 
[training “ school* for terrorists 
[nanced by the- Libyan government::':]] 

*:-\The former : CIA employes, Edwiri P-t ; 

• Wilson, 51/ : of V Upperville,; /V av,[aiid; H 
Frank E. Terpil, 40, ■ of McLean, were" 
also charged by the grand jury-Iwith: 

-'recruiting an American citizen Ln : i976 
[to assassinate a former member :o£the£| 
/Libyan : Revolutionary;. CouncU[ibr[ a[ 

* $1 million, fee. ;[/ '• ; 

■ Federal prosecutors contended at ar 
court hearing yesterday that r.the • al-*J 
' leged murder* plot,' which was^neverj 
carried out^was among the services the'- 
^twa^metf pro^dect to;the Libyan v : gov^ 
^ernmehtj’ The target of the'alleged as-^- 
Vsassination^ plot had : been involved [in- 
/[an unsuccessful attempt in. 197 5/ta by-? 
erthrow . the - government * of ^ -Xibyan* 



§:th at£W ilsoi^raVretired-rCL^/operativeL: 


iiwho. ru ns^.a /small/ .Washing tony consult?? 
Sing/ firmgis^no w/’mvLihya' or. f Euri>pe:*i 
[The; U.S." Attorneys office here obtained.5 
£a; bench-warrant -for ^his arrest’ shortly- 
District . Court grand. jury. 1 
^ e ta'rti e <£2 theV/lO-count [indictment:" 
2 WednesdavJV Thp. indirtmpn : 


@;Terpa was arrested. by federalagenfsp] 
^yesterday [afternoon- at: the , U.S.' Secret??; 
.[Service-/ ..training;-; academy;: in/: Belts? 

*• yille; where he. was . a tt ending^ a-. law; 

£ enforcement - trade show/.: US.-:Mag-. : :- 
istratei Lawrence S/. . M ar go Iis /yesterv? 
5‘.day-: ordered -Terpil held* oo[a* $1Q0£X 
£000 [cash 

^.v^.The third “m an, Jerome. SL Brower;’ 60?? 
• ^president- o£/‘J;S: Brower\nd^Associ-r*: 




THE WASHINGTON. POST 
26 April 1980 

■ ,ats of Pomona, Caiif.,’ is. schedule d;t6[ 
appear voluntarily. in the ; U.S. District % 

; Cburt here Friday for. arraignment: $n} 

: .the; Conspiracy charge.' ; ! . V 

Brower is also a consultant oil. explo-) 
sives to the joint House-Senate., Office. 

■ of Technical Assistance (OTA), which;. 

• is narking on antiterrorism legislation, 
o federal. soutccs , said yesterday: . [/y 
liyjrhe’indictment charged that Wilson? 

. Terpil and Brower conspired to ship 
: a variety of high-powered explosives, ' 
- explosive •- boosters,* electric blasting: 
caps arid other hazardous materials tb[ 

* Libya In connection with the terrorist 

training:* project : / • /■*. h 

; ** As part of : the conspiracy the' iri- .l 
. dictment^ alleges; the men recruited- ; 
American citizens, some of whom were, 
former military weapons experts, to / 

‘ construct explosive devices in Libya’.; 
;;and teach others the assembly process;!!: 
■ ‘The Indictment bays the. three. men?- 


helved and .paid^ puj l.iri [;cbririehti6n| 
with the- terrorist, 1 'trainig’/phoj ec tMA | 
Swisi bank; acc6urit^^^jfti^‘SS!i2i3 
•‘f/- According to the indictmen t; ex’plos- 
; dye, devices were- hidden 1 in a variety; of t 
^commonplace items, yi from.. • alarm. 
;;'clocksy -1 television .< sets - and ; attache ^ 
.^(case$\td ashtrays, lamps;. flower vases v 
y; and ;a: gifti box of 

y^Tbe : grand jury alleged, that id ‘July ’ 
1977,; some "6 thos e 'bombs killed sev- 
jyeral Libyans and injured. three ;J^mcri- 
^cans,: employed; by Wilson in an ex - j 

■? nlnsinin : v n par. ’’.Tnhrnlr - in -’TsTnrf lioact. 



•‘iXL'Thh-i iridictmeri i ^charges’ that- 
* -Sori,V : T.er pil ' aijd Browed' knew;! when yj 
^riey!^rrartg6(hyfoiife thd 'shipments- of 1 . 1 
[Explosives . that •[they - would be ’used 
1-to kill-- and ’ injure .people. or set to' 
ddes.troy}]buildings^iaid .■vehicles. ^ 
'f:& Federal!;: laws* ^ prohibit;. ,transporta* 

. ; : ’tidri;-; 6 verseasf Ef y explosives> ; that are 
[Intended^fofoillegai ; use, 1 ^exportation., 
•lof cert aid- expldsives ^without a’license 
(:• arh> charged Swith conspiringi tb". Vio-!r 

!ftt_ ■* 1 ... -i 2 



f and r fcrArispor ta tiori -^of/haZa rdous <m a>; : 

f OT*l alliv iii fi f. n a! — 1 


byafisibyernmeri^ 
■ End; with: /conspiracy r. and! solicitation J 
. : to. commit . murder in connection ; with: 

! ;the alleged assasinirtion; plot> 
f:.v - Brower was \ also : ‘charged ' with two y 
. counts of ymaking fAlse’ statements- to 
: the*, grand jury in. - connection with itby 
investigation * of Wilson -and; Tcrpiltfeq 
iy* The indictment unsealed, yesterday 
followed * a two-year investigation :by 
v. the : 'ViS;« Attorn ey’sy of f i ce :: ; i n - Was j v' 
Urigtoriv.V’along; ^ItliViageritsicfrbi^thfe 
/ Treasury!. Department’s;^ 


I The v lriyestigatlbn[:bfegSn>Mn\?1976,H 
wheri ? ■ the r CIA ,; -received / Iriformationi 
[that sbme of its former officers; were 
: allegedly;, involved- in* ‘ selling ^exblo-; 
r sive devices and other materials bve£! 
..seas, according to published reports.; 
.[ CIA Director; Stansfield Turner fifed; 
»■ two mid-level agency J employes/ whoi-j 
•the reports said,, had iritroduceq/ TF^h 
[win Wilson' to firms that. suriply/3^ii&i-:J 
/.tive equipmenb to : tbe^.-lntelligehcel 
v . agency. 1 :^*; ; n. v : vi y-- 

Wiisohi’i once .described . as[! a: iJohn ■ 
i[Wayne ; Jb6k : alike[ ; retired[fir6m :‘the - 
JCIA in 497 l.' A • former { ,Mar I n e;, he iis!- 



^iWnson^arid^fiisiwif(^'bwn[a[lmgb; 

[^farm’nn7trppezwille[*Va!.v.'^ 

4* rais e/ horses,: a nd ^cattle;*/ • [ *i-VV; 
f&y aridu s’V 1 aw '/> enforcement:? sources [ 
^haye/ described. [Terpil ; as 4 one • of : the 5 
g World's vieadingi dealers, 1 -in V.weapbris/. 
[explosives; 1 a n d ! 0 ther ! jdeyi c es, . wh ic h ) - 
: Vjhe : allegedly - .has . sold, 'overseas ! since.?-; 

;S^[At [Tbrpii's ? borid[ hearing/ ybsterdayj; 
?Sssistant[U;S'.- Attorney 1 E. ‘Lawrence- 



•%$(:: state,, Jdi] Amin, • to. provide,- among 
pother: .things,, exploding. Attache* cases,! 
j-igurisy- electronic ; equipment , and "a .V 

ri f riety: ; Jj • '.' 1 /i*. 

^i terns 


7 7 v; ”■ ; , ' - ^ .vicai+iiga , TJ wi m : 

Z V a,[a.n d. .to Id. th em of poisons be-^l 
f ihg;ur''' T * 1 ‘ “ '• 

SthereV 

■fv?! . Bar cena t who- conducted the' irivestfc/i 


jh iS 1 - ■ .-vv* - Wfi vPeci a], 1 Agen ts -Rich-/. 

[worth of the: Bureau of Alboholi 7 ^^ 
; bacco and Firearms,- alleged that some 
/ of; Terpil^ tales, were like- 1 Ian/ Flem- 
• irig novels; But some of the informa- 
tion was true, Barcell^ said«C:^^^j 
Terpil-:, and : another arms ? dealer; 
vGebrge-.. Gregary.' Korkala, v were [arr 
^rested -in .New ’York. '-.on [[weapons 
[charges "in ; December. * S' 

A communications specialist- who/ 
left the CIA in 1971, TerpUJ eventuallyij 
posted a $100,000 bond in New;’: York 
and was released from custody; Terpil - 
told:, court officials, he* has: been -the 
•head of marketing for a 'firm .QaUed- 
.Technology Transfer, located on Con : - 
mecticut Avenue in Washington. • •.*; - >! 
i^Terpil and Brower, are scheduled to 
.appear/; before LU.S;.v District . Court • 
/•Judge / John.; Pratt Friday.- 1 -L. 
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* High Court Ends Snepp’s 1 
Fight to Keep Royalties 

The Supreme Court has denied Frank 
Snepp his last chance to stave off an or- 
der that he pay the royalties from his 
book “Decent Interval” (Random 
House ) to the federal government for 
violation of a CIA secrecy agreement. 

The Court on April 14 refused with- 
out comment to grant Snepp a rehear- 
ing to present arguments his lawyers 
said should have been heard in advance 
of the Court’s landmark February 19 
decision against Snepp. Supreme Court 
rehearings are very rare. 

As a result of the Court’s final move, 
Snepp must- write a check to the Trea- 
sury Department for about $1 18,000 in 
a “constructive trust” for the govern- 
ment’s use by the end of May. That fig- 
ure represents only domestic sales. 

Snepp’s American Civil Liberties 
Union lawyers argued that the Court 
had overstepped its bounds when it is- 
sued an unprecedented order for the 
“constructive trust” without even tak- 
ing oral arguments in the matter. 

The case had been appealed to the 
Supreme Court from a Court of Ap- 
peals, which had upheld part of a Dis- 
trict Court decision against Snepp. 
Lawyer Mark Lynch argued in the 
written appeal for rehearing that the 
“constructive trust" issue had been 
dropped at the Appeals Court level and 
therefore the Supreme Court over- | 
stepped its constitutional authority “by 
issuing an advisory opinion on a con- 
troversy which does not exist between 
the parties.” 

Lynch also argued that the Court 
didn’t consider an argument that there 
was no legal authority for the CIA to 
require the secrecy agreement that 
Snepp signed. And, Lynch said, even 
that agreement was superseded by an- 
other one that Snepp signed when he 
resigned from the agency in 1976. 

Lynch said there is no “statutory au- 
thorization for the CIA’s system of pri- 
or restraint,” raising the question of 
whether the agency can impose a “re- 
quirement of prepublication review of 
all writings as a condition of employ- 
ment with the agency.” 

The brief also argued that “it is fun- 
damentally unreasonable to place the 
power of censorship ip. the hands of 
those who may be criticized and em- 
barrassed by publication.” And fur- 
ther, the brief said, ”the CIA’s pre- 
publication review process applies only 
to writing and not to speaking. Snepp 


must forfeit his royalties because he 
wrote a book, “yet if he told exactly 
the same story to a journalist ... he 
would face no penalty.” 

In Snepp’s view, the Court’s final ac- 
tion has ironic consequences. “I’ll be 
working for the U.S. government once 
again,” he told PW in an interview af- 
ter the ruling. 

Snepp now must take his royalties 
from escrow and pay the government. 
Still, he said, he will continue promot- 
ing the book. The weekend following 
the court ruling he left for London and 
Paris to promote European editions 
even though all his royalties will con- 
tinue to go to the U.S. Treasury. 

Snepp also faces confiscation of his 
income from two of three other books 
he has either written or planned. Two 
of them already have been sold to his 
publisher. Random House, whom 
Snepp compliments for helping him out 
financially during the protracted court 
proceedings over “Decent Interval.” 

A completed manuscript titled “Con- 
vergence of Interest” could also be en- 
joined under the Court rulings, Snepp 
said his lawyer told him. Although the 
book is fiction, the plot has the CIA in- 
volved in the assassination of President 
Kennedy. 

Snepp said he still is negotiating with 
Random House on that book, and that 
he and his lawyers have plans for using 
that book to publicize their contention 
that “for the first time an author has 
been forced to submit his imagination 
to censorship.” 

The two books Random House has 
bought, he said, include another fiction 
work that is still ”a glint in my eye,” 
and that also deals with the Kennedy 
assassination, and a nonfiction- work 
based upon his court case, titled “Ir- 


; reparable Harm,” a phrase taken from 
: the government’s contention that pub- 
lication of “Decent Interval” caused ir- 
! reparable harm to national security. 

| That book is scheduled to be delivered 
j to the publisher August l, but Snepp 
| acknowledged some slippage, “given 
myriad problems in simply eating.” 

Random House has aided by pushing 
ahead some of his advances on the new 
books under contract, and journalist 
friends have helped out with loans. 

One of his problems in keeping 
speaking engagements, Snepp said, is 
that his speeches all have to be ex- 
temporaneous. He is seeking clari- 
! fication from the CIA, he said, but as it 
now stands the CIA’s strictures on his 
writings appear to cover notes or out- 
lines for speeches. 

As he reads his injunctions, Snepp 
said, the nonfiction work must and will 
be submitted to the CIA for review. He j 
indicated he will make a stand on the j 
fiction works, but wouldn’t say how. i 
j HOWARD FIELDS 


I 

j 
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. A stack of galley proofs^ andv a dust cover 
-■lying' oa stf table; in a small room in the back 
yard of his ; Los Altos home are the only tangi- ; 
ble reminders vOf WiibucyC.; Eveland’s book;; 
a bout /the Near? East and his employment wi th} 
the Centralj Intelligence-Agency: ; . = 

The CIA and a U.SX Supreme Court: decision 
known as the Frank Snepp case are standing 
between Eveland and publication of the book, 
titled, ‘‘Ropes: of Sand: America.^ Failure in - 
■ the. Middle East”" 

Eveland, who worited. for the ClA^as a con- 
tract employee during the Eisenhower admin- 
istration, said Friday that the: book contains 
no information that would damage this na- 
tion’s security.. 

The CIAJ on the other ha nd, says it r has the 
right: to reyiew the' book before, it* is published \ 
because of an. agreement Eveland signed in 

.1957. y * I,’ / „ .Y ? :’ 

_ .• , . 'V-:-# ;■ ;• 

Evelandi said be_asked for a- copy, of the 

agreement; but, he hasA’t gotteri/it yfet, even 

• though he started: trying a yearj.ago. He 
agrees he probably signed some agreement 
midway through his . five, years with the CIA, 
but he doesn’t recall exactly what he was 
agreeing. ,. s y. 

The book was on the verge of publication 
two-weeks ago when Eveland heard from : thei 
: CIA, which asserted its- right to review the 
book prior to publication./ ; ^ 






o ahead 


He believes he has the right to 
with the book, but he doesn’t want tb become 
enmeshed in the same legal battle that cost 
former CIA. agentiFrank Snepp^all . the„,prof its. 


from his book about the CIA. ^ 

[ Snepp had signed an agreement with the. 
CIA that essentially gave the CIA the right to 
reject any publication by Snepp about :his CIA 
, v experiences. The- U,S. Supreme Court ruled 
that a “constructive trust'' could be imposed 
on Snepp that: would prevent him from mak- 
ing any money:from the book, Eveland said. ~ 

The CIA's demands didn't come: in time to 
prevent the publisher,, W.W. Norton & Co., 

> from distributing galley copies of the book to 
reviewers. The book already has been re- 
viewed in this- week's issue of: Publisher’s 
Weekly.; ' - Y 

CIA spokesman Herbert: Hotu said the CIA 
/ reviews transcripts for classified information* 
“but we don't take out anything critical of the 
agency just because it's critical.” 

v Hotu said the CIA did not insist that Eve- 
land^ change his pub lication schedule. Eve- 
land, however, said he wants to know before ! 
the book is published if the CIA has any objec- 
tions to it in order to avoid the penalties im- 
• posed on Snepp. . : ; 

The book covers the history- of the Near 
East and Middle East from 1918 to the 
present and blames- the United States for 
many of the problems there. 

Eveland spent- 1950 to 1975 either working 
in the Near East and Middle East or, as he 
describes it, ■“commuting there.” 

Five of those years were spent with the CIA 
as a loaned employee from the National Se- 
curity Council when Eveland, 61, worked with 
governments on such items as military arms 
agreements; r 

After leaving government service, he 
worked with several construction firms and 
; oil companies to obtain foreign government 
^clearances for projects. . ■ . 
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Intelligence Agency Charter Faltering in Congress 


By CHARLES MOHR : * 

1 : Special to The New Yorfc Times •* '~ i ' 

WASHINGTON, April 30 — The likeli- 
hood that Congress will pass comprehen- 
sive legislation this year to codify some 
legal restraints on the national intelli- 
gence agencies seemed to lessen today.. ~ 
The House Intelligence Committee re* 
fused to follow a recommendation by, its. 
chairman that it., ask.. the .full .House t6 
delay adopting a. measure, meant to en- 
courage more covert intelligence opera*! 
tions by the Central Intelligence CommiU 
tee so that, the measure could be included 
in intelligence charter legislation^ 


Meanwhile, the Senate .Intelligence 
Committee postponed until tomorrow the 
start of formal consideration of a charter 
bill that has already been extensively al- 
tered. • 

Pressure to 'Unleash* Agencies 

. A basic issue since January has been 
whether to try to pass a comprehensive 
bill that would give a new authorization to 
the national intelligence effort, set some 
restrictions on it and sweep aside some 
existing laws and restraints that the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency sees as inhibit- 
ing it from acting effectively; - Strong 
forces in both the Senate and House favor 


merely passing measures to-*' unleash” to 
intelligence agencies. 

The 171-page intelligence charter was 
introduced last January by Senator Wal- 
ter D. Huddleston, Democrat of Ken- 
tucky. After the charter ran into opposi- 
tion from both the Carter Administration 
and some members of the Senate Intelli- 
gence Committee, it was rewritten into a 
much shorter proposal that would not re- 
quire the President to 'give the intelli- 
gence commitees of Congress prior notice- 
of covert ooeratioas in all cases. 

But days have pissed without enough 
Congressional agreement to permit mak-j 
J? ew text Public^Some conserva^ 
tives want* no charter- at -all, and some 
liberals now- believe that too many-con- 
cessions have been' made' to the* Carter 
Administration and the intelligence agen- 
cies, some Senate sources said. ^ * 

At a meeting of the House Intelligence 
Committee this morning,. the chairman;* 
Representative Edward P. : Boland, 
Democrat of Massachusetts, at first) 
argued that the committee should ask the 
full House to postpone acting on a meas- 
ure passed by another committee that 
would reduce the number of Congress- 
men eligible to receive secret intelligence 
reports. ' ‘ , 1 : • ' : iX '• 

When it became apparent that a ma- 
jority of the committee was more eager 
to act to unencumber the C.I.A. than to 
protect their legislative prerogative, Mr; 
Boland withdrew his- suggestion and noi 
vote was taken. 


) The House Foreign Affairs Committee 
! voted on March 12 to change a 1974 \aw, 

I known as the Hughes-Ryan amendment, 

; that made it possible for a total of eight 
i Congressional committees to receive se- 
\ cret: reports about C.I.A. covert opera- 
tions aboard."Tfie Foreign' Affairs Com- 
_ mittee voted that only the House and Sen- 
ate Intelligence Committees should re- 
ceive such briefings-* and voted its own 
version of a formula that would permit 
the President to avoid giving prior noti- 
fication of such covert operations. ^ - 

.The Foreign Affairs .Committee bill 
I said the President might defer giving the. 
I intelligence committee such reports “for 
i the shortest practicable period” if he cer- 
I tifiedthat this deferral- was “essential* te 
meet extaordinary circumstances affect- 
ing the vital* interests of . the United 
States*’ or was essential to avoid “unrea- 
sonable” risk to personnel or of the rev©- 
. latipnof intelligence methods. , ;l : 






; i 

i 
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; • Washington. Post Staif Wnter-rV ;' ■■ 

In a move that seemed to weaken chances; 
for a new charter for the GIA^the -House, In- 
telligence Committee decided yesterday not, 
to try to block enactment of a separate Jaw 
governing covert agency operations. ‘.J’J 
." Several members voiced misgivings oyer' 
the adoption -od- -.piecemeal bills to strength- 
en the CIA’s hand, bur the committee war 
plainly unprepared to recommend a bill' of 
its own for covert activities., 

The proposed new rule' for. the CEA'r 
- covert operations, providing for much more 
secrecy, was ^adopted last month by “ thr 
House Foreign Affairs Committee as part of j 
this year's foreign aid legislation. ' , 
It would restrict reports to Congress about 
covert actions to the House and Senate Tn-*. 
telligence committees and allowed the presi*. 
dent to avoid prior notice whenever he deems 
it essential. * - 

-Yesterday' was the deadline for interven- 
tion by the House Intelligence Committee. 
: before the foreign aid bill moves to the 
House floor. 

Rep. Edward Boland (D-MassJ suggested 
that the committee seek a delay of four to 
Six weeks so it could report out its own rule, 
for covert actions as part of a ‘‘scaled-down, 
charter” for the CIA and the rest of the U.S. 
intelligence community. .... . . . . . ^ V v 

He said he was confident the committee 
could have a charter ready by then. " ♦ I 
■ The Republicans disagreed. Rep. J. Ken” 
neth Robinson: (R-Va.) said he and the four, 
other GOP members of the 14-man commits 
tee did not feel it possible “to. report oiitj^ 
revised charter within a certain time.” 

.. Comprehensive charter legislation t has' 

• been bogged down since its introduction.^! 
the Senate in February, partly because^of 
the Carter administration’s opposition tal:a 
prior-notice rule for covert actions. The’ 
Senate- Intelligence Committee has been^at^ 
tempting' to come up with * a scaled-down^ 

; “mini-charter” that would resolve this-an^L. 
other issues, but markup sessions ^have been? 

. repeatedly delayed, it - .vvV; A •- jO 

On the House side, several Democrafcs-orw 
the Intelligence Committee complained that- 
;.the_ exceptions to prior notice, which,- theh 
Foreign Affairs Committee approved MafuM 
1 12,' weremuch too- broad. . . ; . , ... .C 

In the end*, however, the committee agreedj 
without- formal vote; on a proposal- by-iSep^ 
Les Aspin (D-Wis.) to write a. report posing' 
no objection-ta the. separate law but remind- ; 

\ ing* the . House ati the - same . time that the 

Intelligence Committee may come, up" 
another version later as part of - a charter. v -i 


THE WASHINGTON POST 
1 May 1980 

House Panel Yields 
On Separate Billon 
CIAC&vert Actions . 

• . A . .» i- 

-r ’ • 

By George Lardner Jr. . ± 5 " 
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PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 
1 MAY 1980 


Freedom of inf ormaiion 



To the Editor 

I commend - the editorial of 
April 23 titled, "Unshackling: the 
CIA won’t give it intelligence.’* 

As a victim of CIA spying, I tes-; • 
tified recently before tha Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
against Senate Bill * 2284,-; which 4 q- 
. would have legalized the abuses 
prohibited in the original. CIA'/? 
charter. The proposed limiting of/? 
dissemination of information-? 
under the Freedom of Informa- * 
tion Act (FOlA) would give the 
CIA ~an opportunity to protect 
itself from. the embarrassment of.| 
revealing its mistakes, its illegal^ 
activities and its failure to prop^| 
erly evaluate intelligence materi- v 
al. \ .. ,.V • . ; \ ^ 

It was through information** 
obtained under the F0IA that : 
much of the CIA’s illegal and 
unconstitutional activities in the 
past were revealed. Yet even this ’ 
material, when we received it, - 
was so extensively censored that 
some pages were completely 
blank to protect the rights of 
informers and agents. 

It is truly an Alice in Wonder- 
land concept to think that the 
rights of informers engaging in . 
illegal activities need to be pro- 
tected by the blanket of national 
security while the rights of > 
Americans and organizations 


openly exercising their constitu- 
tional privileges should be violat- 
ed and kept hidden by the intelli- 
gence agency.^ | 

The files we obtained on Wom- 
en Strike for Peace included 
Xerox copies of out; own newslet- 
ters, correspondence and even 
notices of /‘White;* Elephant” 
sales, .' : *£ ; : : . * • 

The .bills before jttie Senate 
would continue to allow the CIA 
to spy on American citizens and 
engage in: fishing expeditions 
that would authorize surveil- • 
lance of innocent Americans and 
could involve burglarizing their 
homes, reading their mail, infil- 
trating their organizations or 
bugging conversations. 

All of this illegal activity could 
be done under a section which 
states •— ■- "Counterintelligence 
. . . activities may be directed 
against . United States persons 
concerned,, only on the ’basis of 
facts’ or ‘circumstances’ which 
reasonably indicate that the per- 
son is or may be engaged in clan-' 
destine intelligence activity." If a 
person inadvertently spoke to 
someone the CIA had targetted as 
suspicious, that ; person could be a 
victim- of surveillance without 
his knowledge. 

Am “unshackled” CIA resulted 


in. the overthrow of the Mossa- 
degh government in Iran and his 
replacement by the shah, whose 
denial of human rights, was the 
catalyst for the. holding of hos- 
tages today. . t _ ' ■ 

The role of the CIA in Chile, 
Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia, to 
name a few, are all examples of 
an unshackled agency that can- 
not forget its World War II Office 
of Strategic Services origins. ! 

The CIA’s drug-pushing pro- 
gram, which resulted in at least 
one death we know of, and the 
poison testing program in cities 
should have, resulted in the ar- 
rest and conviction of .those 
agents guilty of the crimes. We 
have no way of determining 
whether such acts continue to be 
carried out, and if the CIA contin- 
ues unshackled, we will never 
know... 

The editorial properly states j 
that “The primary mission of the 
Agency is not covert operations 
. .. . it is to gather intelligence, to 
analyze it and disseminate it to 
those who need it.” The Ameri- j 
can people should not .accept ! 
anything more. j 

ETHEL TAYLOR j 
Women Strike for Peace ‘j 

BalaCynwyd. 'j 


l 
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NEW YORK TIMES 
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Seoul’s Intelligence Chief Pledges ! 
An End of Political Surveillance 


Special to The York Times ' 


SEOUL, South Korea, April 29 — The 
newiy named acting director of the Ko- 
rean Central Intelligence Agency .said 
today that his organization would no 
longeF be used for political. surveillance 
or be allowed to interfere with govern- 
ment. , ^ -• , 

In announcing plans to end the prac- 
. tices that prevailed during the rule of the 
: late President Park. Chung Hee, the act- 
ing director, Lieut. Gen. Chon Too Hwan, 
said. “The agency's main function will in 
the future deal with undercover activities 
relating to collection of anti-Communist 
intelligence, and its past interference 
with government and other organizations 
will be stopped.” , 

The general's statements, made to re- 
porters, were prominently displayed in 
South Korean newspapers, as they were 
the first authoritative comment on the 
political activities of the agency, which 
was established in 1963. 

Soonafter its inception, the agency won 
notoriety both at home and abroad. It was 
accused of kidnapping South Korean stu- 
dents from West Germany in 1967 and of 
abducting Kim Dae Jung, a prominent 
opposition politician, from a Tokyo hotel 
m 1973. According to testimony at Con- 
gressional hearings in Washington, the 
members of the agency's staff harassed 
South Korean citizens living in the United 
States opposed to the Government of 
President Parle who was assassinated 
last October. ■;/ . ^ ■ 

Watch Kept on Many Groups ?!• . 

i Here in South Korea, the organization’s 
1 agents routinely watched over various 
departments of the Government as well 
as private organizations, including 
churches, universities, newspapers and 
business bodies. Although the law gov- 
erning its acti vi ties limi ts its functions to 
the overseeing of state security,. it was 
flexibly applied to permit the harassment 


and jailing of opposition politicans, cler- 
gymen, writers and journalists opposed 
to the authoritarian rule of President 
Park. . 

“A time has come/' General Chon said 
today, "for the agency, to make a fresh 
start as an organization modest and loyal, 
to the people and dedicated to the nation's 
security.”^, • 

The 49»year~old army general, who also 
beads the Defense Security Command, 
South Korea's powerful military intelli- 
gence-investigative uni was appointed 
two weeks ago to serve concurrently as 
acting director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency. ‘ 

His comments to. Korean reporters 
came several hours after he dismissed 
two deputy, directors of the agency. So 
J ong Hwa„ a former Deputy Minister of 
Interior and a nonpolitical figure, has 
been appointed the new deputy director. 

Agency to Be ‘Streamlined’ 

General Chon said he was “streamlin- 
ing” the agency, which has thousands of 
men and women on its payroll, and reor- 
ganizing it. He said its numerous depart- 
ments, which sometimes overlap, would 
be merged and simplified. 

Military, sources said that General 
Chon had been chosen to purge the 
agency because be has emerged since 
December as one of the country's most 
powerful men. He rose 'to prominence 
after be arrested Gen. Chung Seung Hwa, 
who was then the Army Chief of Staff and 
Martial Law Commander, on Dec. 12 on 
the ground that General Chung had not 
I acted swiftly enough to arrest President 
Park’s assassin, Kim Jae Kyu. 

General Chon today 1 strongly denied 
that his holding of Use two most sensitive 
intelligence posts might affect the Gov- 
ernment's plans for liberalizing the politic 
cal system following the death of Presi- 
dent Park. v 
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THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
1 May 1980 


An Australian Bank 
Faces Many - Charges 
In Fiction-Like Case 


| ■ v-st*- V. w *>j 

| NuganHandChairmanFound 
| Dead, Accused of Stealing; . 

| A CIA Link* Is- Alleged ' > 

- , . ; , „.A. V » U'f. 

• " V -tw¥% r „* V;.v 

-- ■••' ~ - r i/ ~ • t -*~^ '** •-• • " ’* vwi« 

A Wall STR£BTJOUHNAi.;jVew*# Woundup . 

It has ail the elements- of - a fictional 
thriller: The chairman of 1 an international 
banking company is found dead under ques- 
tionable circumstances. The bank goes into 
insolvency and the new 'chairman charges 
the late chairman with misappropriating 
millions of dollars. Investigators hear ten- 
uous— and unproven— allegations ;*that the \ 
bank, associated with 'drug dealers and the 
U.S. Central InteUigence Agency, ’7 

; The bank is the Cayman Islands-regis- 
tered Nugan.. Hand Bank- of Sydney, Aus- 
tralia. The bank.is part of Nugan Hand Ltd., 
which is in the hands of provisional. liquida- 
i tors and. which was the main company in 
the Nugan Hand International- Group. The 
bank had operations in. Australia,. ; Hong 
Kong and West Germany and representative 
offices- in about. 10 other locations in South- 
east Asia, Europe and the Americas, includ- 
ing three resident representatives . in the 
U.S. Nugan Hand Ltd., recently changed its 
name to Nuhan Proprietary Ltd. ; 


The former chairman; -Francis J. Nu gan , 
35 years old, was found dead in his car Jan. 
27 on a lonely road outside Sydney, with a 
bullet wound in his head and a rifle beside 
his body. Weeks later; with an audit under 
way in 1 Australia, -the 'bank’s Hong Kong 
company stopped taking deposits and repay- 
ing customers. In. Singapore, authorities ar- 
rested a local official of Nugan Hand on sus- 
picion of conducting banking business with - 
.. out a license;VAnd . authorities, in. Malaysia 
are making preliminary ‘ inquiries into the 
group’s activities there. ^ 

In Sydney, : tha ; late MrrNugan’s partner - 
and the current chairman, : f :MchaeI Hand,, 
told an inquesLinte;Mr^Nup.n’s deadi that • 
the late . chairman Shad", misappropriated 
“several. million dollars”; from the bank and 
that he had also, made loans of:' $3.3 million ; 
i to persons and groups whose identity isn’t ' 
known. “I’m advised by solicitors and ac- ' 
countants that there : is little chance of .re- ; 
covering any of these moneys,'^ the former 
American Green, Beret officer “stated in v an : 
: affldavi^ a - :r jr^»^^fe^ 


" " “The company is insolvent and unable to 
pay its debts as they fail due,”, he said. 

.... The provisional liquidators, are expected 
to present their findings to> the Supreme 
Court in the Australian state of New South 
'Wales June 27. Meanwhile, that state’s Cor- 
porate Affairs Commission has confirmed 
that one ofthe matters- it’s looking into is 
whether Nugan Hand Bank was involved in 
tunneling CIA funds into Australia.. Among 
the items found on Mr. Nugan’s body was 
.'the business card of Washington, D.C., attor- 
ney William. Colby, a former CIA director.; 

In Washington last week, .Mr.. Colby con-, 
firmed that he had done legal, work, for Mr: 
Nugan but said that was' the, extent .of . their, 
relationship^ LC , ■ j 

7jAt.the4nqu^L^ai^^er^presen^^^oJ 
^ insurance companies that had insured' Mr. 

. Nugan’s life said the position* in which Mr. 
Nugan’s body was found indicated that he 
; couldn’t have shot himself as the police who 
/found the body had assumed. ... : : 

U xn the past, Nugan Hand Bank has been 
["affected by publicity from allegations of 
I, marijuana trafficking against a Nugan fami- r 
"ly-owned fruit-packing business in Australia. 

' But a New South Wales government com- 
mission didn’t find any evidence of a link be- 
’tween the company and the drug business.^ 

Nugan Hand’s operations in the U.S. 
were limited to “trade services” for compa- 
res interested in foreign joint ventures, ac- 
cording to former U.S. Army Gen. Edwin 
Black, who acted as the company’s repre- 
sentative in Hawaii. There was also an of- 
fice in Washington, D.C., headed by retired 
U.S. Navy Adm. Earl Yates, and a president 
of U.S. operations,: Donald Beazley. Mri 
Beazley told a reporter he resigned from* 
Nugan Hand more than two months ago and 
thinks the company today is “inactive” in 
the U.S. v 

: Gen. Black said by telephone from Hono- 
lulu that the company isn’t doing any busi- 
ness currently in the U.S. but added, "I 
haven’t received any instructions from- Syd-; 
ney ^ __ 7. 
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D H CZCBYLVYX fi 0422 
?PR- Terrorist. ftT7acKSi420 
TCIA SfiYS Anti-US Terrorism Oh Increase 

Iby ann blackhhn ' 

TASSCC I A7ED TRESS MR ITER 

WASHINGTON CAP) - _Hore Americans here killed or hurt zl 

INTERNATIONAL TERRORISTS LAST YEAR THAN ANY ONE TIME IN THE LAST 

0 ETfiji£i the Central Intelligence Agency reforts. 

The CIS also said hostage attacks? such as those in Iran? Columbia 
and London? are part of a growing trend of terrorist activities in 

NHICH AMERICAN GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS AND BUSINESSMEN ARE PRIMARY 
TARGETS. 

“Officials and businessmen? specially individuals who are symbols 
of Western power and health? are still primary targets 55 of 
terrorists? the report says. “Tourists and other private citizens are 
victimized only incidentally? for example? as passengers on a 
hijacked airliner. 51 

The report? finished this week and titled “International Terrorism 

IN 1373? 51 SHOWS ALSO THAT ASSASSINATION ATTEMPTS HAVE INCREASED IN 
RECENT YEARS? WHILE THE NUMBER OF FIREBOMB I NGS DROPPED OFF 
CONSIDERABLY. 

Figures show that while there were fewer attacks on American 

CITIZENS, AND THEIR PROPERTY IN 1373 THAN THE PREVIOUS YEAR? THERE WERE 
12 DEATHS? MORE THAN ANY YEAR IN THE LAST DECADE. 

In Iran? 53 Americans have been held since last Nov. 4. In Bogota? 
Colombia? nearly 50 diplomats in the Dominican Republic embassy were 
seized last February by leftist guerrillas and 11? including the il.S, 

AMBASSADOR? WERE NOT RELEASED UNTIL THIS WEEK. 


In London Wednesday? Iranians seized their nation 1 


:mbassy and held 


HOSTAGES. 

And U.S, Ambassador to Afghanistan Adolph Dubs was killed Feb. 14 ; 
1373 ? in Kabul? the Afghan capital. Despite U.S. fleas for 
negotiations? Afghan police shot their way into a hotel room where 


Pubs was being held hostage, 
the gun battle. 


The ambassador and his kidnappers died in 
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Associated Pacss 
— CT-4 — Tirror}sx7 ' — 

The CIB reports that bombings are the most preferred method 

TERRORIST ATTACKS} ACCOUNTING FOR 40 PERCENT OF ALL TERRORIST 
OPERATIONS. 

Other terrorist information? made available by the State 
Department J s office for combating terrorism? shows that assas 

ARE THE SECOND MOST FREQUENTLY USED ATTACK METHODS. THEY ARE 
FOLLOWED? IN ORDER? BY ARMED ATTACK? LETTER BOMBING? KIOMAPPI 
BOMBING) HOSTAGES? SNIPING? HIJACKING? AND THEFT OR BREAK-INS 
HNQTHER ASPECT OF THE REPORT SHOWS THAT MMERICAN BUSINESSMAN 
MOST FREQUENT VICTIMS OF TERRORIST ATTACKS. ONE REASON FOR TH 
CIB SAYS? IS THAT SOME LARGE CORPORATIONS PREFER TO COMPLY HI 
TERRORIST RANSOM AND PUBLICITY DEMANDS RATHER THAN FOLLOW THE 
CONCESSION 11 POLICY OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 

ap-ny-05-01 8413EST 


OF 


NG? 

a 

ARE 

IS? 


ii iUn 

FIRE 

THE 

THE 


i n 
i i 


NO 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 


I CL2 AP?EAitED 
ON: PAGE A. 


WILMINGTON NEWS JOURNAL 
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i||PRd : :finD : 'con 
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g : Should Congress Have Prior Notice 1 
ClandestineActivities:MM 


itjp y 





PRO Senator Richard G. Lugar (R. -Indiana) 

No covert activity conducted by the)! 
C.l.A. may proceed without Presi- 
dential order. The President should; 
infotm specific leaders of the. Con-^ 
gress of his covert activity .orders 
prior to the beginnings of stich acr. 
tivity. I recommend that the majori- 
ty and minority leaders of both j 

Houses and the - majority and! 

minority leaders of the Senate and House Intelli- 
gence Committees shduld be informed by the Presi- 
dent, as opposed to the full membership of as many 
as eight committees, the current requireideht..Q.hA^j 
covert activity is the responsibility of the ’President ; « 
but prior notice to key Congressional leaders is : an } 
appropriate Constitutional check and balance/ ; ' / 

• V 



c 


CON Admiral .Stansfield Tunieri'.ptf^ctbri • Af 


:'triattheprestigeahd position dfthe/ 

( J ;U .S;; : with,respect to/qther, nations];* "j 
| could’; be. endangered We/ must’ 
ialso recognize) thaf rigid statutory^ 

• requirements for full and prior Congressional access)] 
to intelligence information will have an inhibiting ef-r 
/fectupon the willingness of individuals and orijanizay • 
S tions. to] cooperate with' our country. (From. Admiral • 
|Tumer s tekirnon^befordthe Senate Select Com mit^ 
X tee on Intelligence; as suggested to be used by the; 



• C.I.A/s Directdr.of Public Affairs/Herb Hetu), 


1 
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27 April 1980 




fs life ; 






. Bv Alice Siegert 

Bonn correspondent' 

Chicago Tribun# Press Service < 





' ia acute danger.” ^ 

'• Kurt Rebmann, chief -federal prosecu- 
tor, aa id, “When weighing: the require- 
BONN— West Germany's biggest spy cents' of the state against the safety of 
catch of the decade has turned out to be tile man * safety must have priority.” ‘ 
almost useless — he can’tttestify against cmii*-" ZZ V : - -IZZ ;i T : 

r, ~ — A for fear he’ll y- * - r namec * about 100 persons .. in 

. , . . ; XT?*-***'*?, f:cr.: * 

When> Werner Stiller, -an assumed * 

name, crossed the Berlin- Wail in Janu- Several managed" to get away before 
ary,: 1979, and began- talking to- West were ^ en ^ e( ^ ; - 

German intelligence officials, He was StiUer said the East Germans are sav- 
52? “ the most lmpor^t defectpr. in jng hundreds of millions of marks annu- 
y r r: ; > through industrial' espionage.. The 

• However, perhaps a dozen or more of ? 0Vlet:P n gn likely benefits, too. 


the 190 spy suspects Stiller- named will 
escape unpunished because his informa- 
tion can’t be used in courts ’ 

STILLER, AN officer of: the main In- 
telligence administration in East Berlin, 
gave the West information of. the struc- 


- — "V U'.uviiw, U UU, 

because* East Germany’s intelligence 
agency- cooperates closey with the 
KGB,. the Soviet espionage service. 

At present; 30 proceedings" against spy 
suspects are pending, . and some may 
have to be quashed unless the state is! 
able to produce enough evidence without 


E T ' G Tt S6CUrity a ^ a " • ■ ^tiller’s tSfimony! 
ratus and vast network ^of agents; and / 

informers it uses to silence critics. ; ; v L THE. MOST prominent suspect is 

His. defection was consider^ a'rnaior " 5 ,1’ a , Social Demo ' 

blow to the highly effective Eas t Ger- ' cratlc J^g^lajor m the Bavarian state 
man intelligence service; which years assemtll y ^ mayor of Leng£urt._The 
earlier had managed to. plant a spy in Prosecution is^ seeking a two-and-a-half 
ex-Chancellor Willy Brandt/s offS^; ^ sentencafor Cremer. 

Stiller was sentenced &’*deafluirf attorney, former Interior - 

sentia by an East '..German-- military r ' a jS?^ ^ ena ? a ^J Ioe< ^» ar § ues that 
court, and a special squad" was sentto testifies at his trial in Mu- 

bring him back; dead or aHve. “eh and furnishes proof, Cremer .must, 

.-.w-. v' ••-A^^.^be acquitted. ; - 

He underwent surgery on bis face and- ' ' u ‘ ~ . 

vocal cords- to* change :.Hig appearance K° wev erraft official of the: chief pros- 
and voice Through *- offl * “Karlsruhe; said’ if ' 


“IF; HE SHOWS up.; in public his safe- 
ty no /longer isi guaranteed, ’ * . said Man- 
fred . Schueler 


’.other suspects, it; seems West German 
authorities; are .. more concerned /about 
•. ■ saving Stiller, from his pursuers than i 

about ^ e , f “ t 3^ 0l Lth e ?e trials. , j 


L 
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THE WILMINGTON EVENING JOURNAL 
25 April 1980 




jfHEN THE CHIEF OF the Central Intel- 
f ligence Agency forecasts a vicious turn 
to the world’s petroleum situation, we 
should consider the warning seriously. The 
global oil picture is grim enough already, thank 
. you. - : . ■ -A 

•• • CIA director-’Stansfield Turner told senators- 
at a hearing on Tuesday that the Soviet Union 
Will be transformed from net exporter., to net 
importer of oil within about a year.. That was the 
nub of Adm-.Turner’s testimony and it is enough 
to justify his posing; what he called the cardinal 
issue of “how vicious the struggle for energy 

• supplies will become;”;- ' ^ 

: Two dramatic events this week demonstrate 
how grim that struggle already.is-'ilC^ ,/y 

; One was how, denied Iranian oil except at $35 
a barrel, Japanese; tankers headed to sea in 
search of other suppliers. Another was how Tur- 

• key wh^dvmany observers have. long believed 
*° 5^ tn^g^graphic center of global strategic 
coh^drafions, appears to reject such sanctions 

■'aga'ihsrlMn as - proposed by President Carter. 
The New^Xa^ Times service reported that 
senior offtei^in Ankara said the first consider- 
ation in determining Turkey’s attitude toward 
Tehran was oil. ; . -T - 

As the output of the Soviets’ own oil fields 
declines, and the Mideast exporters for one rea- 
son or another decrease the exploitation of their 
fields, Adm. Turner told the Senate Energy 
Committee," there will be “another potentially 
■ destabilizing -ingredient” in the Mideast situa- 
u tion- Economic disruption will be "averted, he 
• said, only if the.United States and other- import- 


5 v These papers haver pleaded and “argued .for 
‘ years;-— .often in the face of ridicule- from those: 
^ho denied the existence of serious problems;— 


in behalf of conservation as a major tool in 
.resolving our energy dilemma. It is at least, 
slightly encouraging that despite an apparent ; 
•temporary abundance. of oil — including gaso- j 
<^ line inventories at an all-time high in March — - 
^soaring prices for the commodity have imposed 
“mne form of conservation. "i-ll 

Last week, as the example, the Highway Users 
•^'./Federation released results of. a Gallup poll 
-ywhich indicated that gasoline price increases in 

• g the past year have changed the driving habits of 

■ 87‘percent of all car owners. ; ; : 

..-y- The figures show a considerable adjustment.. 
„£v? even ’Out... of .ten motorists report driving less, 

•• "-P ow ^ an they did a year ago, mostly by reduc- 
: ing weekend and social driving. Twelve percent: 
i j of those surveyed said they have cut out vaca- 
' tion driving altogether. Of those who drove 
alone to work a year ago, one out of five said 
someone in their families has stopped solo auto 
commuting, and of this group three out of four 
- are pooling rides and about ‘one out of six has 
switched to public transportation., 

'Nothing in that report implies a final solution 

• to the energy problem. If everybody who could 
.; . carpool did.carpool, it still wouldn’t be a com- 
; ;. plete answer; if everyone who could use public 
..... facilities were willing to do so, the transit sys- 
. tern couldn’t handle the job.. . 

. ' But at least partial answers are developing 
•■ and they had better develop more quickly. Adm. 
.Turner warns that an oil importing USSR will 

• ' have- to make “extremely painful”, economic,. 

- v ^ilitary and political. choices to avoid a sharp 
.; economic decline. Those wouldn’t necessarily be.- 

Painful onljrtq the Soviets. They could involve a 
v''i certain amount of pain, or at the least discom-' 
?ii';^9 r trTor us...For. that. reason, it becomes even 
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*By‘ George Lardner conceiibrating; instead on an oversight ] 

'^>CwMbin«ton : bil£-tbat \.w6ultf] • repeal; the'' 1974; 

Senate Minority: Leader Howard- H:^ and confine; 

Baker^-tfr.. (R*Tenn,Kaaid> yesterday ' reports about ^ covert ^operations and. 
that hS : f ears any legislation affecting -• other intelligence . activities to the 
the CIA; this year could turn into a r «• Senate and House, Intelligence com- 
“Chrfefthas-Tree”; bill’ if it is* brought .: mittees;^;;^.;;^ s^v. V v. - * : { ; ? 
to “Ifc may ‘1 
. ; BaEa*. said he favors a limited meas-: r bethat i we/canU do that this- year, ? ei— J 
ure/repealing- thexurrent law" govern- -^ • ther;V*iHe? said the oversight bill also:! 
in g,th^ ..CLVs .covert qperations^bUtr “is liable to look like a Christmas, tree V 
heAh^s? hot determined whether even before we finish with it.'^! ". " \ * - 

thatCc# be safely steered- through the, ^..The InteUigence Committee yeste^ 
Senatje-ynthout getting festooned .with.^^ day . ;wa3 scheduled to continue mark- 


controversial amendments* 

The ^Senate ’ minority leader: “fold * 
Democratic colleagues , last. week. that, 
he was. opposed' to bringing, any r char- 
ter legislation for - the*. CIA.? and the ' 
rest o£ the U. S, intelligence- commu- 
ni ty up* f or. afloor. 


ingT-upt^the oversight .bill; .but then 
postponed the: meeting, apparently in 
an effort to get its m em here to refrain 
from adding riders before the meas- 
ure gets.* to .fche.^floor^?;^ 

Sen. John H. Ch alee (R-R.L) ; has^ 

' been^eeking—fco- add -an * amendment-] 
. making.. itrr a crime to disclose the 
names of CIA 1 operatives -working^ 
abroad. Sen .Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
(D-N.;Y.) has served notice , that he 
wan t£to prohibit the use- of American 
ipumalistsi clergy and academics as 


Elaborating, on his. position to ; a re- 
porterryesterday; Baker said, that: “If" 
that charter on the floor this- 
session, it will take an eternity.” v * :% • ' 

- :Hb^2redicted ; -tliat it.would:.beibog-;; 
g e&* down; by : attacks^ from- all'lsides^ 

both-* from senators ‘who think, the-v;/ secret intelligence; agents. X. 
.Ct^tbas. been.: y decimated' > ;in f - rgcent ; * : Baker said • senators^ from^both par- 
years- and from those wha thin^th^ y.iti^^had^/come.Uol-lktm to: express . 

_ ; ^-yabout-’a-'floor-fight;; 

beed. reports that Repub- 

Baker said-:tre was coofident.^har ;Ucan.- presidential^candidate -Ronald ' 
passroni wiU be less j ronouncedMXf^jReagart, .^alscv,. wanted. %• delayr^ntil 
• year/- after the efectibns/are;oyer^iSr'?'£jiiiiieit-*year;. i when 'Reagan.’ be - 

; Partly as a result; of th^GOP-ld^Jiff ffielWhifev Housed Baker,. however,; 
ettsj'Stand, ther- Senate,t5i n ^®Mi? e J5P^'.-r -”said, neither' Reagaii; hor« anyone sii. 
Committee has put aside* It^.effSrtfa -.u:_ 
enactJeven a streamlined^eharter 
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ON FAGS J j c2. __ 


CHIGACO TRIBUNE 

8 May 1980 


Intelligence charters and fashion 

, Proposed legislation to grant U.S. for- even in the clandestine world of spies and 
eign intelligence agencies clear authority counter-spies. And: it could have provid- 
er their secret business and to codify ed the intelligence agencies with a clear 
proper legal restraints upon it has died and forceful grant of authority that 
/in the Senate. A similar piece of legisla- would protect them from purges in the' 
tion concerning the FBI’s domestic coun- future, 


. ter-terrorisra program limps along amid 
growing, congressional : indifference. He- 
forming^fand. .by reforming, strengthen- 
ing] the-intelligence agencies has lost its 
political appeal. 

In the mid-1970s, drafting “charters^, 
for these agencieswas exciting stuff for 
congressmen and their starfs.Americans, 
after Water gate, had discovered that- 
James Bond might really be G. Gordon 
Liddy, in disguise. And the lengthy con* 
gressionai investigations of the. FBI, 
CIA, and others, had revealed to the 
• remarkable shock of legislators that es- 
pionage involves injury and betrayal 
and that it can and did get out of hand. 

But times- have changed. Legislators 


Though the opportunity for reforming 
andr strengthening the foreign intelligence 
• agencies has been lost for now,: Congress 
may still act on one remaining legacy of 
the post-Watergate investigations.'. -The 
Federal Bureau < of Investigation has 
been working, on a similar “charter? 1 for 
< its own domestic intelligence work^-the- 
' v effort to protect against domestic, terror- 
ism by lunatic^ groups whose only power 
comes from random violence. The FBI 
strongly., supports the idea of such- a 
charter to clarify its authority. A re- 
markable degree of cooperation has de- 
veloped between the FBI and civil liber- 
ties groups fearful of government intru- 
sion into legitimate political activity. 
While some differences remain over pre- 


have discovered, that the Soviets have - aumc lemam over pn* 

intelligence agencies, too, and- that they c . lse language and/ approach, much has 
cannot ’he roimfeH nrvm fr» ho. kinH tn mir already been agreed upon. - 


already been agreed upon. 

However, the luster is off such re- 
forms. As it was with, the foreign intelli- 
gence charter, supporters of vigorous 
investigation sometimes forget that what 
made the Bureau subject to the excruci- 
ating inquisitions of the 1970s was - the 
ambiguity of its legal powers and the 
absence of due regard for constitutional 
restraint. From - the civil libertarian 

Pity is-ttel some legation »*$££,***£ $££ 

Sd t SetoB"™ll2ta;i& eSB ? n ? legislative U4. moTu. S °l 
O^e view- of supporters of a; strong FBI; de- 

One of the problems that showed up-- feat of its charter, leaves it in the 

that* 1 the° ^ - S Porous position it was in before- Water- ; 

^_statutory^basiS: of the intelli- - gate r . unprotected' against improper’ de- 
gence agencies activities, was murky at . V * ifr-and vulnerable 


cannot be counted upon to be kind to our 
interests. The cycle of reform and reac- 
tion ha3 become so tightly squeezed that 
* the curve doubles back on itself before 
, Congress can respond to it. So all that 
distress, all those ugly secrets revealed 
in Senate committee rooms to the TV 
cameras, all the revulsion has left this 
I legacy: We may very well end up with 
j precisely the same laws.we began with. 



’ the, better, nchi^of 

' tten.-with heroip ambiguity. . to,- moderate the' effect upon the agencies 

v { result Of; this,;in v time,‘ wa^ S of the inevitable swings of opinion about 
twofold: .The, agencies paid little- atten--/ : the dangers this’ society faces from with-- 
tion to the, law and they became vulner- \in and without. Unfortunately,' the latest 
consequence. The “intelligence* change of wind threatens themvMethodi-- 
charter idea could have resolved this • Veal 0 intelligence 1 reform is, nor longer 
: problems It could have given: .’some as- ; ; fashionable, which is all the more rea- 
surance thaT the rule-cf law held true J son tego 'ahead with it ; L 


• & 2 '* fkf*' “vL.: - W «r 

.'.vG'UVU-' 'cTra-V. -- : 
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' It was in September, 1976, /that-/ 
Jimmy Carter, the Democratic candi->? 
date for President, declared in Dallas: ; £ 

• “TheiCIA has spied on our peopled. 
The FBr has committed burglaries. ; i.. 
.This is a. time for change in our coun- 
tryi!don!t want the people to change;! 
want the government. to change." 

• Two years later. Sen. Frank Church, 
who had been chairman of a Senate, 
select committee which made 96 rec-M 
ommendations for changing the way A 
U.S.. intligence agencies operate, re- 
called-: the French proverb, AThe 
more things change; the- more, they 
remain the same.” Theldaho Democrat 
already feared that “reforms have 
been delayed to death.” Unfortunately, 
Sen. Church turned: out* to be all too- 
prescient. The congressional attempt 
to write a legislative charter, specify- 
ing the scope and limits of U.S- intelli- . 
gence activities and the congressional 
and executive restraints on and over- 
sight of those activities, has collapsed. 

What happened?* Is it simply that - 
.the impulse to reform ran out of 
steam? Not simply that, but that surely 
in part. There also has been a change 
in - the public’s perceptions of the 
world, in response to very real 
changes in the world. The fall of the 
shah of Iran and the rise of the fanatic - 
Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini/ the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and 
several other . instances ,. s in which ; 
American interests are perceived to 
have been damaged by uncontrollable 

• events abroad, have given cachet, to J 
Athe idea of “unleashing” the CIA/ /A Ci ? 
A AsSeh. Joseph R. Biden Jr. (D , Del.) 
observed to a spokesman of the Ameri-’ 
can Civil Liberties.Union during hear- 
ings of the Senate Select Committee on 

. Intelligence a few weeks ago, “Let me 
tell you, something,, fellas. The folks . 
don’t care. ,‘ . !£ you had a referen- 
dum on. whether to ‘unleash’ the CIA; 
more than 50 percent of the people, not 
. knowing what ‘unleash’ meant,, would 
ivote ‘yes;’” A/S ,.v 


. The CIA and its friends also deserve 
credit..— or, if you will, discredit — for 
the demise of reform. The CIA may not 
haves understood the forces bubbling* 
beneath the surface in Iran, as its di- 
rectory c Admiral Stansfield Turner, 
conceded. It may have failed to fore- 
cast that “a 78-year-old cleric who had 
~been in exile for 14 years would be the- 
catalyst that would bring these- forces 
together, and that we would have one 
huge volcano — a truly national revo- 
lution.” it . was quite successful,, 
though, in exploiting domestic ptiblic 
opinion to defend itself /against at- 
tempts to forbid it, through legislation* 
to engage in the abuses that brought so 
much discredit upon itself and so 
embarrassed the American nation. 

The Carter administration also is 
accountable for the Congress’s failure 
to enact a charterof legislative restric- 
tions on CIA covert activities and in- 
fringements on the rights of American 
citizens. Running for office, Mr. Carter 
demanded restraints on- the CIA; In 
office, Mr. Carter: called for loosening 
the "unwarranted restraints" — “un- 
warranted’^ meaning, among other 
things, the requirement that the CIA 
give Congress T “prior” notice of i its 
covert activities and that, the president 
approve them personally../^/:/ 

- The Republicans-also’must not be 
forgotten. The death-knell of reform 
was reportedly sounded when Minori- 
ty Leader Howard Baker of Tennessee 
advised the Senate Select Committee 
that the GOP would oppose any com- 
prehensive bill thissessioh. Sen. Baker- 
presumably hopes that Ronald Reagan 
will be elected president in November. 
Mr. Reagan is even more opposed than? 
Mr. Carter to restraints on the intelli-: 
gence agencies. y 


Does this mean that the CIA can go. 
back to doing business at the same old 
stand? Not necessarily.. One- reform j 
antedates the 1976 Church committee 
report. That is the 1974 Hughes-Ryan 
amendment, which requires the presi- 
dent to approve-all CIA covert’ opera- 
tions, large or small; and permits eight 
congressional /committees to receive 
reports on them: With a detailed iegis- 1 
lative charter, that , would be more I 
committees than necessary; without, it 
is a necessary check on the agency. . 

A move i is now; under-.way in’ the 
Senate to approve a stripped-down bill; 
limiting oversight to two congression- 
al committees and requiring the CIA' 
director to inform- them in advance of 
“significant” activities as he defines 
"significant. That’s what the CIA 
would dearly like to have: It is not 
what it. should, get. If - comprehensive- 
reform is out of the picture- now and: 
for the near future, the limited reform 
of congressional ( oversight must re- 
main. The CIA’s primary mission is' to 
gather intelligence. “Unleashing” it to: 
repeat its former covert fiascos can; 
only distract it from concentrating oni 
: improving thatcapability;. .- . 
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By BETSY STONE ' ' : administration's demands to release the claimed . that Turner had only waived the T : 

Guardian Bureau intelligence agency from its obligation to prohibition i in three operations, - none ‘of/ 

Washington, D.C give Congress prior notification of covert which were ever carried but. 

• Formal consideration is underway by the ^activities. ' t - : / v . On April 12, however, Carter endorsed the • 

Senate Intelligence Committee of legislative '•* ~ lm * z : ; .■ : use of journalists as • CIA . operatives -i 

proposals to “unleash” the CIA. v ’ THE HUGHES-RYAN AMENDMENT overseas. .He. told a group . of editors and 

The committee has dropped its original. Under the Hughes-Ryan Amendment, no < ; broadcasters at the White House thht suchi 
plans to draw up a comprehensive charter V covert activity may take place “unless and action might be heccssary , in “extremc.1 
regulating foreign intelligence. Instead, it until” the President finds it is important to- circumstances” where “our: own ; nation's;! 

now appears* determined to quickly send to , national security and reports the under- * security may be threatened.” 

■the Senate floor a shorter proposal that will ; ' taking, “in a timely fashion”, to the . ‘ ‘ • 

require less debate — and therefore all the appropriate committees of Congress. The ACCESS TO INFORMATION '-V . / \ / 

sooner grant the CIA the powers it wants*. CIA maintains that the Hughes-Ryan Although the FOIA allows the CIA to with* 
This development has heightened fears / Amendment requires that it report to too hold documents that would disclose sources I 
that many of the reforms ’ imposed ^off^^Wany congressional: 1 members^r^^jffrv^ig ^^ and methods or endanger the national secure 
CIA activities in the 1970s may be tossed In practiced however, the' ^ Administration" : tiy, the CIA insists upon further limitations., 
aside. Proposals now under consideration ‘ has been supplying prior notice under a 1978 . -It has proposed that all the agency's opera-: 

would “authorize the CIA to do everything it Carter executive order which requires only uonal and technical files be kept . beyond the 

did before” the institution of reforms; that the Senate and House intelligence reach of the FOIA. - ■■ 
according to former CIA agent Philip Agee;- V committees: be kept informed of “any ■■ The Justice Department initially showed 
The primary measure under consideration - 'significant^ anticipated activities. ” f Carter r- signs of concern over the CIA's effort to winj 
is a shortened ..version of the proposed ;?.!*; now wants to keep even that clause Trom ,^>; exemptions from the FOIA.-, It called, the * 
National . Intelligence Act of’ 1980 — alio^V- becoming . 1 proposals “vastly overboard. and in stark \ 

known 'as the CIA charter/- This plan was v CIA / Director Sfansfield Turner is also v-:; contrast to the spirit and philosophy, of the ] 
introduced in the Senate Feb. 8 by Sen. pushing 1 that ! perspective. In testimony act.” Guidelines offered by the department 1 ; 

Walter Huddleston (D-Ky.), head of the before the Senate intelligence committee in early April, however, would empower- j 

intelligence committee. An identical bill was 1 last February, Turner said' prior notice is ; both the FBland CIA to blocic.court review of:! 

introduced in the House by Rep. Edward ^^ “unnecessary 7 and : unwise. -.V-’ He then - “ceritfied secrets.” • \ : 

Boland (D-Mass.). Other subsidiary bills are presented : an -‘administration proposal that v;V Despite the strong congressional push for a 

also being considered. : -v the two intelligence committees.be informed more openly interventionist foreign policy/] 

; ■. * J - i of CIA undertakings “im a timely fashion.?:^ ri the intelligence committee’s proposal is. not’i 

REFORMS This has been construed to mean that the - without its opponents. Within the Congress; ! 

Controversy on the proposed bill has committees be informed after the fact of a some have advocated more piecemeal ; 

centered on the 1970s reforms, particularly 

the Hughes-Ryan Amendment. This .kmend*^^Turner ^admitted in ’. the.” nearing*: that stance,- are; the so-called Moynihan Bill/;! 

‘ mentr passed in 1974* mandates that eight ^^ClA ^ha^h^/ been v notifying Congress which includes many provisions similar to I] 
congressional committees must be notified ' completely about its ‘ operations. 'Wceki;?i^the.' National Intelligence Act,; and. a -bill i 
of the CIA’s covert operations before they ’ later, however, he retracted this admission, • introduced by Rep. Les Aspin. (D-Wis.);/ 

take place and that the President must give : claiming his statements had been “seriously Aspin claims his bill provides restraints that i 

personal approval. misrepresented in the press.” > - “will prevent a return to ’the good old ! 

Other questions arc focused on the use of • • days’. . . while at the same time recognizing ; 

clergy and journalists as operatives, on the 'NATION’S SECURITY*. k t- * y.r that our., intelligence services .cannot v be 

potential for release of CIA documents under Turner again stirred up tontroversy when expected to operate in a goldfish bowl like ! 
the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and ' he acknowledged that he had approved the ■ ' some social service agency.”.* 

on punishments- being prescribed for CIA use of clergy, reporters and academics — “on,- Outside '!■ of Congress, there is /more :j 

agents such as A'gee who divulge informa- • very limited occasions”— in recent years, far-reaching opposition. Numerous church ; 
tion gathered while acting as operatives. 'Internal -CIA regulations adopted in 1977 organizations and representatives of news- ? 

Last week, . Huddleston announced that prohibit the use of Such operatives. >V. paper and academic associations have ; l 

the panel had agreed to the Carter * CIA Deputy Director Frank Carl ucci iaier protested the paid use of members of : their ! 
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- professions for intelligence gathering! :*’• - .j 
j.V: And-, on March 24,. leaders- of '150 j 
• organizations sent a letter • to ; Congress j 
> protesting current proposals to exempt the | 
. CIA from the FOIA, The letter charged that i 
: the proposals “represent a radical change in | 
government : policy which would- 1 damage ] 
serious historical and journalistic research ! 
and the conduct of informed public debate.-/ ~j 
Signers included the American •; Historical j 
.Association,' the U.Sv Catholic Mission and U 


'many s‘ organizations >7 affiliated: r With, the }\ 
i Campaign for Political 'Rights,: a national - 
^coalition of over 80 groups committed, to 
ending the abuses of U.S. *'• intelligence 
agencies. - /. • v Vy >??« ... 

.^CLANDESTINE INTERVENTION * V. 

A Some ; activists have . called for . even 
: broader opposiriph to the charter and to the ; 
tclosed* ^manner in which* it is- being j 
considered. “There ought to be a campaign I 
to sustain the Hughes-Ryan Amendment." j 
urges Agee.^ -.“The whole movement to 1 
rehabilitate the CIA as an arm of clandestine ! 
Jhteryention. ought to .be. opposed.’ V; ^ j 
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REY3EW\& OUTLOOK - 






■■ ... 1 


/^pMPireserymgv] 


rJemg-Gaips.u 

States. intellfgeace , >yagencies; 4 havin^'; 
abrmdoned.its'Tduriyearquestto enact--; 
a ciimpr^^^E^l^e,of Iet^fqpiir'r 


parently; deddedvthat:. now-^is • not. the . 
time.-. to;-, encumber Sour* intelligence 
agencies with along list orthou-shalF 

. rThe newr.chaFteE- is'alwelcdme im-; 
provemenruover^the^chmbersome • 
proposals advcxtated; byv. Senator Wal- 
ter D. Huddleston and 'others.' Gone 
are-most of- the confusing legal restricr 
:. dons:" Insteat^|the;: biU v would- likely- ; 
make it easier;ftr.the Central- Intelli- 
gence Agencjrtb: undertake 1 operations 
abroad by limitirig congressional over-- 
- sight to- just ther Senate and': House in- 
telligence- committees r' ^the£ CIA . has 
■ complained .that- the currenL'require- 
ment to report to eight committees 
has made foreign intelligence sources 
more reiuctantto cooperate- for fear of v 
a leak. ■■ „>• •••"; § 

The retreatiLon a ■ comprehensive- jg 
charter can. bejinterpreted. as an ad~:?; 
mission by Congress that intelligence.-; 
operations are 'the responsibility of the .- - 
Executive: Braiich and should, not berf 
governed by extensive, legislated manAj 
dates. A serieslof presidential :direc££' 
tives. has already brought tighter conAfel 
trol of the.'agency; for instance -ban-^ 
ning any plm-pCassassinationand. re- % 


:,InteliigericSIS®lJ 

ci tizehk/|These reforms.ro ughc’’ to: be-- 
• "sufficient to curb the- much-overblownii 
^abuses;bycthe.CIA. The most serious-; 
{:o£. these,: you may recall;--, were the: as- 
•-sassinatlon plots againstFidel. Castro 
- hf'Cuba/ahd Patrice Lumumba ■ bfthe"- 
';cCongosheithero£ wfuch/.came ; to.-anyA 
s-thingjand both? of. which.- had. a:- half-;; 
r baked' quality. closer to- a’ pipe-dream,^ 
'^dwit:an.eamest; operatioi^Xv : ^'f^$t 

, ; .i« There are of course endlesslyvtie- 
•'.batablejctetails;; such as^whether .the; 

L CIA- should ever indulge inf journalistic- 
{ cover, or whether the Freedom of In- : 
formation Act needs to be; reformed to 
givdja greater impression;-; of security’ 

, td agents abroad. But the: CIA ; doesn’t; 

: nee&'tahlose- down- until; theseiquesrj 
-tibns are : settled once, and for ally 

I;’ ’ What is now urgently required is a 
concerted effort to improve our intelli- 
: gence- operations, which in the past 
{have shown themselves to be woefully; 

{ deficient. The worst of the abuses was: 
s far less serious- than the. CIA’s failure- 
{ to- accurately assess ,; the- size and 
S speed of the. Soviet, strategic arms. 

. build-up in the late 1970s.. The CIA 
heeds to upgrade its ..interpretation 
function, and the White House needs to 
take the jeadLyy; 

Now"! that the Congress has given up? 
"the. effort, to write a: law covering ev-Li 
,ery; conceivable contingency - that aiif 
; in telli gene e5 agency mi ghti face; there .{ 
would seem to be a greater chance- to i 
do something about the meal problems ; 
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; Agrees to Relax 
j CIA Restrictions" 

| By Lisa Myers ; . * 

i Wasiuflgum&arSttiiWriter „ j 

i : The Senate Intelligence Commit- * 
: - te e agreed yesterday to reiax certain 
: restrictions on the CIA: but require 
| ' w thatCongrsss-be notified in advance 
' of virtually all covert activities. 

| The proposal, approved li-o, 

, would overhaul the congressional j 

• intelligence oversight framework by ; 
reducing the.- number of congres- 
sional committees to which covert 
operations must be reported, from 

* eight to two. 

The CIA . would be- required to 
notify those two committees — 
House and Senate Intelligence 
.panels — prior to undertaking any 
covert activities except in “extraor- 
dinary circumstances.” In that 
1 V ! « v ent, the president could fulfill the 
“prior notification” requirement by, 
r informing eight members of Con- 
gress — House and Senate Demo- 
cratic and Republican leaders and 
; -the. chairmen and ranking Republi- 
can on the two intelligence commit- 

• tees. . 


. In even more extraordinary cir-" 
curastances, the president could 
invoke his constitutional powers 
and not inform anyone in Congress . 
before a covert operation was 
launched. But he would be required 
to notify Congress “in a timely fash- 
ion” of the activity and explain why 
prior notice was not given. • * . . - ? 

The administration- supports the 
plan, authored by Sen.. Walter Hud- . 
* ■ dleston, D-Ky. 

Committee Chairman Birch Bayh, 
D-ind., criticized current oversight - 
procedures, which the administra- 
tion claims have hampered intelli-‘v: 
gence operations, as “outdated and- j 
unduly burdensome.” But he empha- 
sized tharin return for repeal of the 

• Hughes-Ryan act, which imposed the.' 

multiple reporting requirement, it ' 
was essential that the- CIA provide- * 
full access to information and rigor- 
ously adhere. to- the prior notifica- 
tion requiremen t. ~ • - - v ~- -- • - -- 

Bayh also reiterated his determi- 

* nation redraw up a comprehensive 
CIA charter in the next Congress. - 

! ’• The limited four-page bill revamp- : 

' ...ingi oversight procedures- seems, to j 
be-all that is left of the broad 171- j 
page charter that was introduced j 
last year. The charter was torpedoed j 
■ •by election year politics as well as] 
strong disagreement between the ad- j 
'• ministration and key members of ■ 

, Congress over certain provisions. j 

In fact,, because of continuing dis- 1 
cord, Bayh and Huddleston. want to J 
drop proposals .that would free theri 
. CIA from disclosure requirements of j 
> the Freedom of Information. Act and j 
require criminal penalties for those j 


who- divulge classified, information 

• such as the names of CIA agents. 

The committee is slated to decide 
: today whether to limit the bill' to ] 

• oversight, as Bayh and Huddleston i 
. wish, or include these other two i 

• provisions, as favored by Sen. John / 
Chafee. R-R.I. 

If the bill is not restricted to a sin- j 
: gle issue. Sen. Daniel Patrick Moyni- i 
han, D-N.Y,,. said he will offer an ! 
amendment to ban. CIA- use. of work- ! 
V ing journalists, clergy and academ- 

• ics. He also would forbid agents from 

■ using any of those professions as a 

■ cover. .. .. .: ; 4i .* • • 

. . Moynihart accused -the Carter ad~ 
ministration of being “confused and 
.. even incoherent!’ ort whether it is 
acceptable to recruit journalists for 
intelligence purposes. CIA Director 
Stansfieid Turner modified an abso- 
lute ban imposed by former director- 
George Bush to permit the- use of 
journalists with his personal at* 
proval. Subsequently: he-approved . 
the recruitment of journalists on 
three- occasions. But he- said-that ia - 
none of the- cases was the relation- 1 
shipconsumated-.-'-- v.ri .; .. -j 
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; ' By George.-Lai’dnex.'irrJ^v'.''-;-; 

1 7/ Wajtflir.ztoo, ?o*t 

■ - ■; With a/ * fragile 1 ’ ^consensus* * 5 * that 
: started failing. apart:.bexore- therineet\ 
’ mg ended, the^Senata*- intelligence; 
'Co mmi tte e . _vo te d y esterday-- to —a 
prove a bilL giving. Congress:' statu to ryr: 
oversight authority over the CIA and: 
'the 'rest orfthe V.S* intelligence com- 

«iH .*■' *- — <r«s rff* •' ■ 

raunity--^:^ ^ & vrr n*-. 

. - *■ ' ,iv4 • -* ?'• i 

.^Despite- v?arping3 * thajr any ^riders : 
dealing with other, issues would doom* 
."chances ofc enactment this, year, com- 
mittee Republicans promptly pressed 
for* the-' addition . of "a 5 measure* that * 
would make if a crime to disclose the ; 
'names of U.S. -intelligence operatives; 

- working abroad;- . 

Sen. Joha T Chafee : (R-R.lj .won a pre- 
liminary-skirmish on- that question by 
a vote of T to 4.’ The committee then '- 
agreed* to resume the v debate today 
with . still ' another; amendment au- : 
thored by Sen, -Daniei-Patrick Moyni- 1 
• hair (D-NIY.). ;**-^rgudyin j y ; 

- ■The- • ov ersigh t- measure;, orefaced • 

. c; T * t - rj<r.T ~ - v - v»y -t v 

with-lbophole* demanfdedC'by -'the^ad- 
; ministration* would:' establish/ a gen- 
. era! rule of" prior notice to “the Senate 
and House- Intelligence committees- o£- 
significant intelligence^ activities. If". 
- aiao-wouid require the-submission-ofr - 
• any: after-the-fact information that the 
committees- require^?. 1 ?* 1 ' ^ “/ • j ' 
^ ^JThe.bill* also would permit the, pres- 
ident^* to hold back reports to Congress 
whenever he felt. national security de- 
manded it. ’ ... **.- '■ ; - 1 .yi 4 ; -^- 43 -.. w»» «*<U.N 

‘;- rciA general counsel Dan Silver told 
v the committee during the. markup ses- 
Ision that ' the president"could:be. ex- 
pected: to exercise; thir authority; only 
iir exceptional, circumstances' demand- 
Ingfthe tightest' secrecy: : But : he * ; em- 
phasized- that ;^herad5nihistratibn : ^ at- 
tributes a great' deal of; importance” 
tOi.the provisions lofLthe;, bill acknowi-- 4 
edgingrr that . the president -Vhass that . 
power.. -» — a— ; *. v- ■’& 

’ 1 ’Intelligence '■ Commttee? <r Chairman 
Birch BayhflMnd/f offered the bill- as 
the only remnant ’of a -comprehensive 
4 intelligence-* • commu- 


.mtyvthac has-a -<fecencchance>of pas- « 
sage* in- light o£v election-year pres- 
sures and widespread 'disagreement 
-over- ocher - proposed- controls- cm-* the- 
intelligence. agencies.. ~ 

' “The- time- has* come- for- us^to-stop*' 

studying and start acring;’' he said of. 
the^four-y ear, effort, to** adopt* ‘a new 
.ruie_of law for the-CDV and the. other.; 

* agencTbs.:; 

^en^CharleS’ McC.' irathias, « 

agreed that it was too late to* press for 
a full charier; “Time has run out ” he 
saicL*i“ItV a : tragedy, but its a fact.” 
r --At- present.' the oversight authority 
of the two congressional intelligence 
committees is 3et- down only in con- 
gressional.-resolutions^^which do not 
have the force of law, and in a 1978 . 
.executive* order, which the president 
could revise if he saw fit.' * 

The only law requiring- reports to 
■ - Congress* -is^the* 1974 Hughes*Ryan 

- amendment governing the CIA ’ 3 co- 
j * r/ vert ' actions;--and requiring r reports 

J^about them to : as many ^ s , eightccon - 

"gressional committees. The bill' "ap- 
proved yesterday,:- on a unanimous ’ 
voice voce, would- repeal the Hughes- 1 
“Ryan rule. — — — ! 
~t /The bill- calls, ;in ’general/ for the 
r disclosure; to Congress ^ of “all * intelli-' 
•gence activities^ but only 4; to .the ex- 
tent consistent^ with the president's ’ 
j con stihitio nal auth dri ty as c onrmand*^ 
'|..eir-in*chief' and ‘*±6 the extent consist-""; 
•^ent with- due re'gardTor the-protectiorr^ 
.:;from unauthorized disclosure' of classi- *: 

■ fled information and information re- 

- lating- : to - intelligence 'sources : amT ^ 

* V methods /?-* ' -As ’ ■* 
:S- ^App'arehtly; those caveats' could ; also “ 
/'bemused to restrict the- flow of-infor- - c : 
'rnation abouri^any illegal intelligence ! 
| activityT which-, ithe bill also covers. ' 

- Silver^ however: declined to comment : 

. on that pointy tellling a: reporter that ■ i; 
; >he hadn’t considered that possibility / 
:**yS/On a roil caih vote: of:. T. to '..4, the ; 
.... committee adopted a proposal by- Sen. - 

. Malcolm Wallop. (R-Wyo,) .requiring; 
the intelligence, agencies , to inform.-. ■ 

4. >■ .L -. . -N ry 11 


the two^ committees roSany “signiii-| 
cant intelligence failures// but again] 
subject to the overall conditions the 
- administration insisted upoirr'^ — : — ~ 
Chafee then moved tcP- add on . a 
“"measure that would'make.'it* a felonyr 
punishable by five years in* prison and: 
a $50,000 fine r to disclose- the names of; 
.. any U.S.“ intelligence officers, or opera-: 
v tives who -have been- working- overseas* 
. within a 10-year period before- disclo- 
sure. ; r ; - 1 , . . 

Bayh warned that such riders would, 
have to be referred to the' Senate Ju- 
diciary Committee, where they could 
become bogged down*; in fresh contro- 
• versy. , ■■ ' 

The committee/ however.. voted .?: to' 
4 to take- up Chaiee's proposal* today.. 

; Moynihan also announced, that -he . in- 
tends to press for- another, rider that 
. would prohibit the government from 
using American Journalists* academics 
or clergy as spies and from letting in- 
telligence agents pose as members of 
those professions. u ' •;? / - 



j - 
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Senate Committee Votes to Limit ] 
Supervision o£ C.I.A. to 2 Panels' 


By CHARLES MOHR 

SpacUl to *n» New Yort Tta** 


WASHINGTON, May 5 — A Senate 


has permitted as many as eight commit- 
tees of Congress to receive top secret re- 


committee voted today to give the Cen- 
tral Intelligence,- Agency the legislative 
measure it wanted most: a- limit on Con- 
gressional supervision and knowledge of 
its operations to the two- intelligence com- 
mittees. 

Then a plan by liberal-members ot the 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
; to deny the agency other items it had 
sought came unglued when a Republican 
member moved to take up and to expand 
upon a C.I.A. proposal that would make it 
a crime to disclose- the identity of intelli- 
gence agents and sources* 

The committee leadership seemed to 
have temporarily lost control of the panel 
but will attempt to reassert that control 
tomorrow, when the committee is sched- 
uled to meet again. - - "-j 1 - 

An already complex parliamentary 
situation seemed to become more com- 
plex in the course of the day. 

Consideration of Charter Dropped : 

The committee chairman, Senator 
Birch Bayh, Democrat of Indiana, an- 
nounced at a meeting of the panel that 
“the pressures of events “and a crowded 
legislative calendar had made it "impos- 
sible” to consider a proposed legislative 
charter for the intelligence agencies. 

However, other sources said the deci- 
sion to abandon the detailed- charter 
came when Senator Howard H. Baker 
Jr.„ the Senate Republican Leader, in- 
formed the committee that the Republi- 
can leadership would oppose any such bill 
this- year* Others said that Ronald Rea- 
gan, who opposes increased restraints on 
the intelligence > agencies, had '.asked 
Senator Baker to take this step. . 1 . :i 
■ With the charter dead for this- year; 
Senator Walter D. Huddleston, Democrat 
of Kentucky, Senator Bayh and other ad- 
vocates of closer legal restraint proposed 
a modification of a 1974 amendment that 


ports on activities' of the intelligence 
agencies. *--* " * 

, A short bill limiting." oversight"' to the 
two select . intelligence committees was 
passed by an apparently unanimous 
YOte. 

Senator Huddleston and others con- 
tended that other measures sought by the 
C.I.A. should be postponed until Congress 
could take up the full charter next year. - 

But Senator John H. Chaffee, Republi- 
can of P&ode Island, moved to take up a 
measure that would make it a crime for 
an official or former official to make pub- 
lic the identity of an intelligence agent. 
Senator Chaffee said he also wished to ex- 
pand the provision so that non-officials 
could be tried for conspiracy or for abet- 
ting such a crime — a step that presum- 
ably CCTild affect journalists.;; .. ~ 

Mr. Chaffee's motion passed by seven 
| votes to four, apparently because seme 
members- Chairman Bayh could have 
counted on were no longer present. A vote 
on the measure itself was out off, tenta- 
tively until tomorrow. 

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan,] 
Democrat of New York, was forced to j 
postpone until tomorrow a plan to intro- j 
dues a proposal to make it illegal for the ; 
C.I*A.'to employ journalists, clergymen j 
or academics secretly as intelligence ! 
agents. * V j 

F- — ' - 
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Moynihan to Seek Curbs on Use 

i ' '.■■■. ! 

j Of Spies by Intelligence Agencies; 


By CHARLES MOHR 

Swclai toTSe Pfew York Tlrties 


WASHINGTON, May 5 — Senator Dan- 
iel Patrick Moynihan plans to propose 
tomorrow a flat legal prohibition against 
the secret use of journalists, clergymen 
: or academicians as spies or informers for 
(United-States intelligence agencies. \ 

The. -New- York- Democrat's! proposal 
will also seek, to prohibit intelligence* 
agents from posing as/ members of reli- 
gious,. journalistic or academic institu- 
tions. Mr. Moynihan said that he would 
offer the proposals as an amendment 
when the Senate Select Committee on In- 
telligence meets tomorrow to begin ac- 
j tion on legislation affecting intelligence 
'agencies. 

Meanwhile, Representative Las Aspinj' 
Democrat of Wisconsin, said today that 
the Carter Administration had commit- 
ted “a major breach of security*' by dis- 
closing to the news media details of the 
aborted plan to rescue. American hos- 
tages in Irani; . -V i ■ t . 1 

Mr. Aspin charged that the disclosures 
by unidentified sources might have 
threatened the lives of Iranians who were 
secretly willing to help the United States 
and that they might discourage other for- 
eigners from secretly cooperating- with 
American intelligence officers. 

The Senate Intelligence Committee 
concluded last week that a proposed 
legislative code, op charter, outlining 
both authorized and prohibited proce- 
dures and practices for intelligence agen- 
cies could not be passed in Congress this 
year. : . 

When the committee meets tomorrow 
it will, at first, consider a drastically 
shortened bill proposed by Senator Wal- 
ter D. Huddleston, Democrat of Ken- 
tucky, who had been a chief advocate of 
the now moribund charter. The charter 
would have forbidden the Central Intelli- 


gence Agency to use journalistic, *reli- 
o and . ucaaemic institutions £$ 
"cover” but would not have flatly prohib- 
ited the agency from using members of 
those institutions in covert . intelligence 
roles!*.. £.*?* c 

Senator Moynihan said that *'the issue 
of immunity: of the press from intelli- 
gence activity, having been raised, must 
be settled.'" His proposed amendment 
would forbid any agency of the. Govern- 
ment to hire, full- or. part-time,, any 
American citizen or alien with, perma- 
nent residence status who “is a member 
of a religious, media or academic organi- 
zation,” if the relationship between the 
person and the Government “is to be con-' 
cealed from public.*’ -.^.:; . 

It also says that no employee of the 
Government shall “pose” as a member of 
such institutions “in order to conceal his 
true relationship with the department or 
agency employing him.*' 

The White House has strongly opoosed 
such flat protection for the “integrity’' of 
the journalistic, religious and academic 
community. Administration sources have 
privately said that one reason for this' 
position is that such a law would virtually 
restrict the intelligence agency's legally 
permitted. “covers'* to businessmen, and 
might hamper clandestine intelligence 
gathering. • \ % . 

Among the “disclosures” cited by Mr' 
Aspin were reports that American agents 
had been infi Itrated into Iran by posing as 
European businessmen and hints that 
Iranian nationals were involved in- the 
aborted rescue plan. 1 

; Such information, he said, was 
“clearly leaked to the press in an effort to 
save the Administration from looking 
foolish” by making the plan seem as 
plausible as possible to the public. . 
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F OR A WHILE in the mid-1970s, the exemption of- 
•Intelligence activity' from normal congressional 
oversight seemed near an end. But the impulse to 
change Congress’ lackadaisical ways was never as 
strong and constant as the clamor over CIA abuses 
suggested; Institutional interests— the same ones, that.' 

• had. privately cleaned out the CLA’s. worst abuses be* 
fore the public became aware of them— were at work 
to minimize inroadsinto the old pattern of .presiden- 
tial-control. The movement to make intelligence ac- • 
tivitifes-more a shared responsibility with. Congress 
keptgettingslowed by a gathering strategic concern. : 

Spat' was that' the ; drive for a full-fledged congres-: '■ 
siohhllntelligence charter rani out of gas last week. Its 
breakdown was greeted with nearly as much relief by 
its friends, many of whom, found it unacceptably 
weakened, as by its foes. Depending; considerably on 
whati the Senate. Intelligence Committee does today, 
the^dharter impulse is likely tb produce little more 
than"a skeletal “Intelligence Accountability Act of 
1980.1’ Gone will be the elaborate do’s and don’t’s in- 
tendeE to ensure that intelligence agencies stay within 
the ^confines of law, presidential direction and. con-' 
gressional awareness or consent Gone, too, will be the : 
protections for individual civil liberties that many sup- ■ 
porters saw as the heart of the charter drive. .. .. t 
The residual consensus; however, is not without val- 


ue— or promise. The legislators trying to make "the 
changes had one high card: the president’s distaste for 
the mid-1970s law requiring him to inform eight con- 
gressional committees of prospective CIA covert oper- 
, ations. In return f or. theirr educing’ the eight commit-, 
tees to two, the administration agreed, to in form the i 
legislature, of. “all intelligence .-activities.-"; There-' are j 
loopholes in- this general obligation to- report— and in 
the specific obligation, to report on covert operations. 
Against Congress’ absolute power of inquiry is set the 
president’s absolute power to defend the country.. But 
the ;new language establishes in law: for the first time, 
that' intelligence, like, any other part of. the national 
business, must be the joint coordinated responsibility- 
of the executive and Congress. If this is only a victory 
in principle, it is a vital principle. x . .. 

In retrospect, it was probably unrealistic for. anyone 
to imagine that, with international tension, aggravating., 
a traditional dispute over the separation of powers, the i 
problem of running a secret agency in an open society ’ 
could be resolved by legislation. The likeliest possibility- 
always was that- the value of intelligence oversight 
would depend on the working relationship of the two 
branches. The new law, if enacted, offers some help in 
this regard. It does not assure that Congress will exer- 
cise oversight effectively. But nothing could. And it 
puts Congress in a better position to try.. - 


r 

\ 


V. 
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IN THE NATION 



LA. Triumphant 


By Tom Wicker 


! Over four years **o, after months of 

LotensWe investigation of the nation's 
intelligence agencies, a special Senate 
committee headed by Frank Church 
outlined a disgraceful record of assas- 
sination attempts, illegal activities. In- 
vasions of citizens' rights, manipula- 
tions of the press* unwarranted se- 
crecy, waste and mismanagement — 
mostly by the C.I.A. and all in thepur- 
.suitof "national security.” 

The public demanded reform. Con- 
gress promised reform. Jimmy Car- 
ter, campaigning is the ..fall of 1376, 
pledged reform. 

Last week, however, with the Carter 
Administration going limp on the side- 
lines and the public apparently indif- 
ferent,. the Senate Intelligence Com- 
mittee gave up the jioticn of a "char- 
ter” that would put Into law what the 
C.I.A. ccuid and axiid not do. 

Not only did the committee abandon 
the charter. It began work on a bill 
that would actually give the C.I.A. 
more power than it has ever had to 
conceal its operations from the public, 
as well as better cover for Invading 
citizens'rights.; 

How did this astonishing reversal 
come about? First* the reforming im- 
pulse ran out, the public losing interest 
and Congress turning to less control 
veroiai activities; and it was not until 
February 1378 that a charter bill was 
introduced. The C.I.A. and its fans 
promptly denounced the measure as 
too restrictive t and since then -the*, 
agency has adamantly refused to com- 
promise on major issues involved, -gj 

Beginning last fall;, with. the sudden 
flap over Soviet combat troops suppos- 
edly in Cuba, and sharpened by the sei- 
zure of American hostages in Iran and 
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, 
Congressional sentiment swung all the 
way around to support for "unleash- 
ing” the C.I.A. And the Carter Admin- 
istration, which never did help much 
with reform efforts, seemed to encour- 
age this new cold-war mood. 


i ■ Finally, Republican Senate leader 
.Howard Baker passed the word that 
his party did not want charter legisla- 
tion '-his. year — apparently figuring 
that a Republican Administration 
would have its own proposals next, 
^ear. Senator Barry Goldwater, the j 
senior Republican on the Intelligence [ 
Committee,, also repudiated his sup- ! 
port for: the charter. ... . 

ri Senate supporters of the legislation, • 
without much objection from the 
‘White/ House, then concluded that it 
pould not pass, particularly since 
some liberals also opposed it for not 
putting sufficient restrictions on the 
C.I.A. So the charter was abandoned. 
^ or ^» ^ cne _ Intelligence Committee 
.[members, rxrtably Democrats Walter 
| Huddleston of Kentucky and Daniel ?. 
Moynihan of New York, are proposing 
measures that would: 

1. Repeal the law that now requires 
prior notice to Congressional commit- 
tees before covert action can be under- 
taken abroad, and provide for prior no- 
tice only of "significant” intelligence 
activities — and not those it the Presi- 

I dent decides to ignore the rule for "se- 
curity” reasons. 

2. Set up no safeguards for citizens' 
rights but merely require intelligence 
agencies to act in accordance with 
guidelines established by their direc- 
tors; if spying on American citizens is 
involved, the Attorney General would 
be required to approve and report such 
guidelines to Congress — but even- this 
reporting requirement could. be sus- 
pended if "security” required it. 

3. Exempt the C.I.A. from most of 
the provisions of the Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act, under which it now- must 
release information about past and 
current activities /— although the 
agency already has authorityto with- 
hold classified information; - C.I.A. 
decisions under the new authority 
would not be challengeable in court. 


4. Make it a crime for any current or 
former Government official to disclose 
information that might identify U.S. 
intelligence officers or operatives who 
have served abroad within the ten 
years before the disclosure. „ <\ 

This last provision may not appear j 
to be aimed at the press but any re- i 
porter ccuid testify as to how it will ’ 
work in practice. If such a disclosure 
occurs,, and if the "leaker” cannot be 
discovered by Government investiga- 
tion,, the reporter who* wrote the story 
will be hauled before a grand jury and 
ordered to disclose the identity, of his. 
source. If he refuses, he will be jailed I 
for contempt of court. , ■£ ; T... 

Senate liberals and organizations 
that supported the charter have not en- 
tirely given up hope that most of these 
proposals — which could turn the 
C.I.A. more nearly than ever into an 
"invisible government” — can be 
stopped, if there is sufficient public 
outcry.. That would keep open the faint 
possibility that a "carrot and stick” 
effort might result next year, or some- 
time, in at least minimal protection of 
citizens' rights in a charter bill. 

If the C.I.A. wants to be exempt 
from the Freedom of Information Act,] 
for example, a new Congressjnigfat re- ‘ J 
quire in return that it accept legisla- ‘ 
tive restrictions against spying on 
Americans. Such an approach would 
depend heavily, of course, "on which-} 
Administration is in power next year 
— another stopper for those who like to 
say it really doesn't matter who is 
elected President. 
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'■l .... . 

T he prospects for' a comprehensive charter, for ; v low morale has continued under a series of directors/ 
the Central Intelligence Agency are aim. The ; whose guidance of the ; agency has been contested • 
intelligence committees in the Senate and the House by its members. There are suggestions from serious • 
?seem. to..haveAteken.-thfeyiew^^^^a^th(^ClA ^ pbservgrs T ttiat its ^current. chief, Adm; Stansficld 
; needs is not m6re'cpixtroil'but'1^;;:I^t^e^^3^^TiOT^'.jS/c6htribiiB^T^^^'^se^S)^^^'^?^ 
* the. House Intelligence; Committee declined .tolback'iv^-^I^orm^GiA/ldirectori William,.' Colby i argued-Ay 
its chairman' in ;a move to push for ; a chartefv/The^T plausibly t.enoughi; we - thought— that (the ; agency! 
next day the SertateThteljigence" Committee gaye^pll^wbuldj acb'mbre'. effectively, and freely 'if ' it: kriewA 
on. the charta'-'f6rVtiielyear(;.J>r<^j^gTWtead; afs'n'clearly what was permitted and what was prohibit*'; 
shortened bill to give the CIA morescdpeix^^^^lScd^ In any case, a charter would prevent its agents^ 
a. The setback for the charter is in p^t. the re'^t of \if from the excesses they had fallen into in the past 
electionryear politics.” Some'Republicans;- m;; C6h-.h|(?f :: This;is not.tp'deny that a charter is difficult .to 1 
■ gress -. believe, that -; a ,. Republican^Admihistfhtidh'h'S.writei its authors' have to give the CIA power to' doji 

« rM ^ i- A - "'7' x _ • u '• : i Tx j T 


VUW5 un a owtiugcut* UJU. r . ■■ ' ■ .-(-At *:.k‘.v* --i'.'.';- "■ v ~' uc VJl UiC oiJUll. UUI idYUiCU UJf Liic O cl ldlt? 1 

The crises in Iran and Afghanistan are the Cl A’s^- is-, clearly sensible: The 'number ; of congressional J 
best ally in the congressional struggle.:The.agertcyH l committees to which the agency would have to re*-i 
has been appealing 'to a vaguely based but strongly ■ port future actions would be cut from eight to two. Hi- 
felt, belief in Congress that the CIA haS been fet-yl :! ; iE Congress— which got no help, by the way/ from 4 
■ tered.and that, if it hadn’t been, the American posi*,; - an ambiyalent.Administration— is unable. to write. aj 
tion - in the world would , be, better. -' There is no^charter^this. year, (it will; have [to next 'yearr-The/; 
[evidence for this belief, nor has the CIA offer'ed any ^ekcesses'of the.past cannot be forgotten; the danger'j 
lit is. true that the agency has been rocked and, some/; A inherent in such secret power cannot be overlooked,;'! 

k O ' v ' Tf Katrnnrl tVin itrif in tlwinn 
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B y George Lard n ec. Jr. *- . '(■ i i 

Washington \Vrtt*r 

They; blew taps on Capitol Hill iasf 
,week r for .the, congressional resolved 
“o “reform”' the- practices of Amevi-- 
ca’s/spies and counterspies — a charter* 
for the- GIA“ Mr - - . 

It was moreSof : a belated memorial - 
service .thanva-> funeral. More . than, 
four., years- have - passed since " the-* 
Senate Select: Committee, on Intel -2 
ligence, headed by Frank 1 Church*{D-r 
Idaho), concluded . its^ unprecedented 
investigations of the nationV intet-/ 
ligence agencies with an . uncontested : 
catalogue of. ilJegalny; waste and mis- > 
management in the name of 'national -: 

- security: 

. At the*. time^the?CIA and the - FBI- 
seemed to have: th eirb acks<.- to - - the 
wall. . Citing “tactics-jmworthy. of 
democracy - and* occasionally— remini-' 
scent • of the^tactics. of ,• totalitarian .re-> v 
gimes,” : the Church ..committee.; laid 
out a - r e co r d.' o t- government r T a wless- - 
ness over/ a MO-year^ period under.: 
both Democratic and ' Republican? 
presidents*?--'^ W 
The committee's reports mentioned: 
CIA attempts to - murder foreign 
leaders; and literally thousands of 
covert actions carried out without any' 
White House scrutiny. ; / • 

At home,, the reports chronicled a 
steadily expanding^, pattern — on the . 
part of. both the FBI and the CIA—:" 
of invasions of privacy, manipulation ; 
of the press and - violations of consti-7 
tutional and. statutory - rights. 

• - Improprieties- were; found at every:.;; 
level — sometimes' ordered by the 
White House,? sometimes condoned/ 
by attorneys general!' sometimes con-? 
ceived by underlings; who concealed: 
their misdeeds from ’their superiors. 

' The Church reports - draw -' scant :: 
mention, in Congress?: these . daysT: It ! 
is no longer fashionable : to. dwell on-;, 
them. Ever since the. investigations y 
closed down, the *Senate; -and to soihe- 
extent the House Intelligence commit- : 
tees, have been more^ concerned^ *as“ 
Sen.. Birch Bayh (D-Ind.) recently, jnit/j 


it,, with- winning “the confidence and 
trust” of .the intelligence agencies. 

Last ^Thursday,, the Senate. Intel- 
ligence, ;Co mmitt e e gave., up on. the 
. idea 6 fa- charter. But what was buried 
; behind? the closed doors of the intel- 
ligence?; committee had : little resem- 
?blancevtoithe. explicit legislative con- 
; trols and " restrictions ; originally rec-- 
ommended - v by . the Church committee. 
Ha ,,'Sier proposed: charter for the CIA 
ah<flthe^rest; o£ the nation’s intelli- 
gence: community had -evolved into a 
; Wl deranging* license for spying at 
home- and abroad, legitimizing many 
of the* activities the Church commit- 
tee had criticized. * 

The charter fell by the wayside 
partly; because it pleased no one, part- 
ly: becausefhe political impetus for 
reform had ' been lost,, partly because 


Commentary 


, the 'subject gob caught up in election- 
-y ear -politics: ;// 

“ Sen:! Walter D. Huddleston (D-Ky.), 
the 'principal sponsor of the charter 
idrive.vhad still been hoping at mid- 
week- to win- enactment of a stream- 
lined; “mini-charter” in : ’ place of the 
172-page bill: he introduced in Febru- 
ary. _ / /■ • : ; r : . * / . - 

But- then the Republicans dealt a 
crucial blow. Senate Minority Leader 
Howard H. Baker Jr. (R-Tenn.), accord- 
ing to several sources, let. it be known 
'that GOP stalwarts did not want any 
charter legislation to come up on the 
Senate floor this year^^y;^/*-: - , : ;i 
: : • “It’s a bit- - of election-year \poli- v 
;tics5 said . one Senate .'insider. "“The 
chances are : good that there’ll ...be fa*: 
'Republican ' presidentT^hekt^' Wear^ 
Then, they can. get: what? they:; want”; 
?V-That~ wshfuF sentimenT m : per- 
the :preferehces?of such 
-groups as thev' 3,000-member Associa- 
tion of : :'Former;-Intelirgence "Officers, 
which has r been- pressing for a char- 
ter that “would given the CIA;*? not 
/tighter controls, but a much .stronger 
'hand.'/ > f '?r 

f-r -“Whatever you can get [from -Con- 
fess] today .is going to be ; 


J.l'Z 


tive »*thah“Vhat you^cah - get "next 


year” says the association’s legal ad- 
/.viser, John S.. Warner.-* 1 And anything 
you get this year- is going to take the 
sails ; out of what i you;‘ might get next 

- v .- .v'i't?:.' .r w.,T> . . . .-1-.;.'. ■ 

On. the other side of the fence*. civil 
' liberties groups ; are u alarmedjover 
r .what £ Congress^ stilL ..might do*! this 
. year,, let alone, next.. ’Although he has 
given ;upf bn/feven^ a . “mini-charter,” 

; Huddleston is ’"still, pressing for a bill 
“that "would give" , the,. two ' congres- 
sional; intelligence committees statu- 
tory "oversight ; authority and" at. the 
- same time endow the CLA, with a 
' greater measure of secrecy: ' i 

Huddleston's bill/ would do that | 
by repealing the two most significant ! 
restraints on the CIA, both of them 
enacted before the 1975-76 investiga- ; 
; tions.took place.. One of them is the 
. Freedom of . Inf ormation Act,, which : 
has drawn loud complaints from- the 
CIA ever since the agency was forced 
to comply with, the law. under a se- 
ries of amendments/Congress . enact- 
ed in, 1974. _ V 

Huddleston’s^ last-dttch proposal 
would, exempt-/ countless CLA docu- 
ments from. -disclosure,'„perhaps even 
; newspaper clippings,, which . the 
agency has contended in at least one 
lawsuit are “intelligence; sources.” If 
the CIA has- its way, anything with- 
held under this, new FQI exemption 
will not be subject to court review.:.:,.; 

' The Huddleston : proposal • would 
also? limit reports of. covert' actions 
and other “significant” intelligence ac- ; 

; tivities to the^ two intelligence com- 
mittees.' It. calls.; for prior notice of! 

' such undertakings, -but? the rule of?' 
advance notification* is“ offset by a 
proviso that r the. “Carter , . administxa- 1 
• tion insist, upom permitting the exec- ; 
r rutive branch:to withhold prior notice : 
under a variety of circumstances.; 

/ On “paper; at? least, those same' 
grounds — such as ,“due,.regard foe the 
•protection: of ? classified ^ information 

- from unauthorized disclosure” — - 
^ could also be invoked under the bill; 
■to withhold information ; from Con- 
gress about: “‘intelligence : activities 


CO 


*1^ 
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The* impetus for reform began to 
dissipate in the winter of 1975-78, be- 
fore the Church committee had even 
finished its work. Former congress-' 
jman Otis G. Pike (D-N.Y.), who then- 
^headed a parallel House investigation; 
stated the problem succinctly: “It all 
lasted too longhand the media, the 
* Congress and the people lost inter-, 
e$t” - •- - 

By the time- the Church commit-/ 
tee wrapped up Us, work in April 
1976, months behind schedule, it was V 
' all they could do to win approval of" 
a bill creating the permanent^ Sen- 1 
;ate Intelligence Committee that now " 
/ exists. To some/ it - seemed' a' pallid 
. response to . all^the assassination : 
; plots,, burglaries/ bugging, and mind- 5 
bending that hacF come,, to light,;: but 
;it was widely; hailed on the Senate/ 
floor as a startling accomplish- * 
ment. ■ 

It took- more than UV years— until ) 
-February' 197B— to produce a bill. The* 
263-page measure, was promptly* de-f 
nounced by the CIA’s supporters as 
too restrictive in light of the ‘'very ' 
few transgressions',/ that had been un- 
covered. ~ 

Although it fell far short of a num- 
ber of. the Church committee's recom- 
mendations. the bill, S. 2525, was soon 
downgraded to the status of a talking 
paper. anotheMtarting point for de- 
bate: The Carter administration, which 
had promised reform, was never even 
required to testify about it. Instead, an 
intere / ency committee composed ofv 
intelli /^nce agency representatives be- 
gan work on what one of them frankly 
called a -‘counterdraft” that would be 
sure to raise senatorial hackles. 

By m id-1978, Church, no longer on 
'the Intelligence Committee, saw that 
it was already too late. “Reforms have 
been delayed to death/* he said then. 
“This has been the defense mechanism 
of the agency,.and it could easily have- 
been foreseen — There is great wis-» . 
dom in the old saying that: ‘the more 
things ch ange, -the ; more they stay* the < 
same/ “ ,4, 

.The charter^ bill:. Huddleston^ intro- ^ 

" — - - ■■ ,r* .... j 


duced in February contained one con- I 
cession after another for the intelli- 1 
gence agencies. 

• It would have- authorized the CIA to 
carry, out .wiretaps* and burglaries 
against law-abiding Americans abroad 
to obtain information the government 
thinks they* might have. Other provi- 
sions would have made it possible for 
the FBI to use" disruptive techniques 
and disinformation campaigns — remin- 
iscent of its controversial COTNTEL- 
. PRO activities against domestic groups* 
/suspected of ties to foreign powers. 

) m y_ The i ill: is! “the- obverse- of inteUl- 
gence.ref orm/r protested, the Center 
for National Security Studies, !a priv- 
ately-: funded critic of the CIA, in its 
newsletter, /‘First Principles.” “S. 2284 
reads: the way we mighkimagine . 

• the Fourth Amendment to read if it 
were drafted by a committee of police 
chiefs/" 

• ’American Civil Liberties-' Uni oh* 

• spokesmen Jerry Berman and Morton 

H. Halperin testified, “The Carterack. 
ministration and this committee have 
put before the public a bill which de- 
parts from nearly every significant 
principle of reform embodied in the 
recommendations of the Church com- 
mittee.’* ; . . 

The White House and the CIA were 
still unhappy with the bill, primarily 
because of the extent of congressional 
oversight required. Huddleston con- 
tinued to bargain, expressing confi- 
dence until last week that agreement 
could still be reached on a mini- 
. charter. 

The oversight powers were diluted 
to the administration’s satisfaction. 
Other outstanding issues — such as the 
extent of the inroads on the Freedom 
.of Information Act and the claims of* 
civil libertarians that their views were 
being ignored — were reviewed at a 
White House meeting last Wednesday. 

Vice President Mondale, CIA Direc- 
tor/ Stansfield Turner, Huddleston, 

_ Sen ; t Charles McC. Mathias Jr. (R-Md.) v 
f and/ others;; attended. Some -conces-^'' 

| sions by the administration on. civil* lib*-; 

1 erties issues were reportedly hinted ak, 


* “The basic conclusion was to get on' 
with it, to go into markup [on a miuai-; 
charter]/* said one administration of-j 
ficial who was present. * * : • “M 

Then Huddleston went back to Cap; j 
itol Hill -and took readings on thei 
chances . there/ - According to several > 


sources,:, the minority leader, Baker/ 
; informed both Huddleston and Senate j 
Majority Leader Robert. C. Byrd ! 
. (D-Vy. Va.) that the Republican- side i 
. .wanted nothing, resembling a charter! 
this year. . / . . 

Byrd, reportedly concluded that the 
legislation; was just too controversial 
and 'couldn’t be. passed this, year: 
v Prospects on; the House side,.* Hud 3 
dleston - found, . were also /bleak. He 
called the vice: president and, accord- 
ing to a/ White House, official, j told 
* Mond ale:! “Sorry, , I ; can’t do. 

. : Although - it has said little publicly 
this - year beyond complaining of “ui> 
warranted restraints” on the nation's 
intelligence-gathering activities/, the; 
administration, last Friday expressed: 
its condolences— and ... a .renewed in* 
terest in civil liberties. ' • A 

“It's a damn shame/* said one high- 
ranking, administration, official.,. /But 

if they’re going to go forward- with'; 
anything, then we’re going to see if 
we can’t put in some protections on 
civil liberties . . .. And we’ll be back 
in there next year, assuming we get 
reelected/’ . .. .. t . 7 

Back in 'September 1976, candidate 
Carter said in Dallas: “The CIA hasj 
spied on our people. The FBI has com} j 
mitted burglaries . . . This is a time i 
for change in our country. I don’t j 
want the people to change. I want! 
the government tor change.” ; _ j 

So far nothing has changed except 
public opLniori^AFTO Chairman David ! 
Phillips/a former CIA: officer who frer \ 
quently travels- about the country | 
making speeches, reports;. “The : change j 
in public attidude since Iran and .Afc j 
ghanistan has- really been something* 
Now people say to me: .‘Unleash the 


CIA? Great. .That will solve our prob- 
lems/'*- 


• r *i 


V : 


•t\ M - 


- And itlcouli/also bring back soihe 
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A proposed charter spelling out do's 
and dont’s for United States intelli- 
. gence agencies collapsed last week, 
and its backers .“reluctantly” en- 
dorsed a measure that Instead seems 
to allow tighter secrecy and greater 
freedom in intelligence operations. " ' <*■ 
;; ; The *bHl f nor yet completed by the'' 
Senate -Select Committee bn - Intelli- 
gence, contains no prohihi tion against 
the use of journalists; clergymen and 
academicians asrspiesi It cuts from 
> eight to. two the number * of Congres- - 
f sionai committees that the Central In- 
telligence-^ Agency: must - keep hK 
; formed; r It sets- ho; strict: controls on * 

wiretapping and burglary; but instead 
; relies on the heads of agencies — and . 
on the Attorney: General — to establish 
J “guidelinesVior avoiding violations of 
. civil liberties ^- ^ 
; That is a far cry from the statutory 
reform* envisioned in 1977^ when the 
; : White House began to push for a char- 
ter establishing a clear basis in law for 
(and in* some cases; against) w certain 
activities. .What emerged last week 
was not a charter, but a brief coilec- ► 
tion. of proposed changes to existing 
laws and regulations— including the 
so-called Hughes-Ryan amendment of * 
1974, which was intended to broaden 
Congressional oversight, i ; V 
r Although events in Iran and: Af- 
ghanistan have strengthened Congres- 
sional resistance to fettering the C. I ^ 

• and other agencies, erosion of support ; 
for. a charter had begun earlier. The : 

: Administration itself ultimately did 

not want to be bound in writing to cer- 
tain procedures it follows in practice: 
for instance, giving Congress “prior 
noticed of significant covert opera- 
■ ; tions. Furthermore, many in Congress 
feared political -booby-traps might 
lurkin the complexities of a charter -'.v 
Senator^ Walter D, Huddleston * of 
l Kentucky,, an intelligence committee. 

, ; Democrat who proposed a • 1-70-page* 

* charter; early this year, Jias since ac^-i 
knowledged.t these ^ apprehensions by 

< substituting a. 1 - shorten, version; But> 

- over die last ‘several -weeks lie Could i 
not muster a - committee majority for 
,v his scaleddmwi draft, .eitherU^^i^, 

- : As it stands : now,- the committee’s J 
measure differs slightly from one sup-d 

* ported by Daniel Patrick Moynihan, ‘ 
Democrat of New York, which critics 
have dubbed the*“C.I. A. relief bilL” 

: Tbe : -Moynihanj plan ; ! would/ for in-- 

; stance, place; almost -all operational : 
files off limits to disclosure under the 


! 1 


mittee’s bill. would allow the C.IJV. di- 
reotpr to make exceptions Even such 
accessions could be eliminated, how- ; 
.ever, as the intelligence panel contin- 
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Exemptions From Disclosure Laws 




Are Included in Bills on Trade 


Under current law, the trade commis- 
sion may divulge information that fails 
into the “trade secrets “category if it be- 
lieves the information to be in the public 
interest. The new bill would remove the 
commission’s discretion to disclose such 
information ... \ ■ 

Concerned About Precedent 
Press groups are concerned that the 
F.T.C* bill will provide a precedent for 
other agencies. If business information 
supplied to the trade commission is pro- 
Utected^'-theyr ask, will similar material 
cumed over . to the Ctaisumer : Product 
Safety Commission, for example, be ex* 
emptied next? v 

i?. Under current law, the Central Intel 11- 
DE2RDRE CARMO -- f 8* nee Agency is required to release infor- 
■ - tmation to the public and the press unless 

it: Is properly classified and- its release 
thorizattoabill approved ty a House-Sen--, ^use “idaitiflable damage to na- 

• -tional ' seeurity.^The agency has fre- 
fluently- and successfully invoked - this 
the. Freedom of_Monnation Act, whlch ( broad «emptl<m.- --- 

was set. up m 1966 to gve the public and, ^ s^te Intelligence Committee Is 
® e studying new categories of information 

re ^; h . thf hSnrv nf fh^ that would be made exempt from dlsclo- 

- '-'sure- These include intelligence obtained 

£Snw~f”^as-$ b y ^^nongovernmental confidential 

t Ttx.sources, intelligence that would Identify a 
Is?r, < ~' thp I confidential ; sourced and information. 

Reporters Committee for Freedom of thftj the design and deployment of tech- 



Press*^? &&& •••• ■•' ,5 '^Vhicalsvstems°^ - ’" ; • 

This and two unrelated actions by Con-n «£ 




. . ,!■*& The provision that may well draw the 

gress>as well as a scoraof proposals, are-:/**- ^ «- -- — - 


worrying, some press v/and^ consumer . 
groups,, which believe that the measures • 
_ constitute a major effort: to restrict ac- - 
cess to Government records. Mr. Landau; 
x termed it “a movement to engage in the ; 
' real mutilation” of the Freedom of Infor- 
* mationAct ■:& *V 

The Senate intelligence Committee last 
week took under consideration a new; 
shortened draft of a Central Intelligence 
Agency charter that many feel would fur- 
ther erode the Freedom of Information 
Act* The new proposal, a less stringent 
version of the 173-page charter intro- 
duced earlier this year^would exempt the 
C.I.A. from the major provisions of the 

: Exemption far F.»X‘ PxijposedT^ 

Another piece proposed legislation' 
would in effect exempt the Federal Bu- 


most protest, however, would prohibit a 
court from reviewing these exemptions. 
In other words, there would be no judicial 
ireview of an agency, decision not to di- 
vulge this material*, y-v; ■; .r. : ? 


l Individuals' Requests Permitted 
The new bill would still permit individ- 
uals to request access to unclassified in- 
formation about themselves on file at the 
G.LA. . • i - ^ 

. *»: I . ‘ ' ■ i. V* jtv». • > f,*» . , 

W The Federal Bureau of Investigation 
also is now required to disclose a wide 
range of information to the public and the 
press. Under the Freedom of Information 
Act, it has been required to give out infor- 
mation about the Rosenberg spy case, the 
assassination of President Kennedy and 
fits surveillance of the Rev. Dri Martin 
Luther King Jr; At the same time, the bu- 


• Eight ma jorfpress organizations have ; 
I; stated their opposition to the Freedom of: v 
v Information exemptions ln the draft of J 
: th* ^Federal; ^Tradef Commission# bill,/ 
^ wMctirthe full" Housemut Senate are ex-' 

' pectedfo take up this week^r^]fSS|®- 
The current form of the bill would per-# 
: mit the commission to keep secret all ma-> 

; terial submitted to it-ln connection with: 
v an investigation Thus* in an investiga- 
tion to determine whether a company had 
violated a civil or ;a criminal law; the 
commission would not be required to di- 
vulge any material submitted to it by the 
company in connection with the Inquiry. 
i. Consumer groups and the press contend 
; that these are details the public Is entitled 
.. to know* 


tigation 

E vasion of personal privacy” or “disclose 
• the identity <rfa confidential source.” ^ ^ 

-CUnder two pfoposed bills, this informa- 
tion would be kept secret. One bill, pro-, 
posed by Senator Orrin G. Hatch, Repub- 
lican of Utah, would decree that F.B.I. 
law enforcement records be kept secret 
for 10 years after the termination of an in- 
vestigation or prosecution. A second bill , 
introduced by Senator Edward M. Ken- 
nedy, Democrat of Massachusetts, and 
supported by the Carter Administration, 
would permit the bureau to destroy all of 
its criminal investigation records 10 
years after the termination of an investi- 
gation or prosecution* .-, ** > v 

In all? there', have .been more than 20 
; legislative proposals introduced in this 
^session of Congress that would limit ac- 
cess^ to Govemmentr information ;These 
range from : the exemptions of entire 
^agencies from/ the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act to exemptions that would protect 

the confidentiality of specific projects; ^ 

>.&:*** 
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President Carter's absurd lie about why he is now 
coming out of the White House to campaign does not 
obscure the truth, which is this: partly by incompetence 
and partly out of cynicism,. Carter allowed the. Iran 
•hostage crisis to become the dominant issue of 
American political life. Carter was incompetent in 
permitting the television networks to set the agenda of 
political discourse. He was cynical in using Iran as an 
excuse for not going out on the campaign trail, where 
he might have to engage Senator Kennedy in open 
debate. Carter's tactic worked for six months, serving 
to divert attention from his many other failures. But 
lately Carter's failure to resolve the crisis has begun 
costing him support. And so, suddenly, the president 
has announced that he can campaign now because the 
crisis is "alleviated to some degree." Alleviated? 
Following our failed attempt to rescue them, the 
hostages have been dispersed around Iran, leaving 
them even more isolated and endangered than they 
were before. Meanwhile, the botched rescue mission 
has cost Carter his secretary of state, the unsettling of 
America's allies, and further diminution of America's 
reputation as a competent military power. It has also 
strengthened the influence of the Soviet Union and 
various radical forces in the world. 

None of this is to say that we disapprove of a 
commando raid to rescue the hostages. In principle, we 
believe such a rescue attempt should have been made 
much earlier — as soon as the men and equipment were 
ready and the minute it became clear that Iran's rulers 
we£e unwilling to return the hostages forthwith. If 
another rescue attempt tomorrow appeared to have a 
reasonable chance of success, we would support it. Iran 
has committed an illegal act against the United States — 
an act of war, in fact — and the United States is fully 
within its rights to take military action against Iran if it 
chooses. A military action whose mission is liberation 
of innocent hostages needs no apology whatever. 

But whether Carter's particular rescue operation on 
April 24 should be praised or condemned is beyond our 
ability to judge at this point. Too much about it is still 
secret for us to know whether it failed because of bad 
planning or simply bad luck. The only way the country 
ever will be able to pass judgment on Carter's decisions 
is for Congress to investigate the failure thoroughly. 
We concur with the administration that it ’had no 
obligation to inform Congress in advance of the 
operation. To protect security, it had an obligation not to | 
let the word out to every committee chairman who 
might deem himself entitled to know. But now that the 
operation is over and a failure, the administration 
ought to disclose to relevant congressional committees 
the reasons why. If legitimate secrets are invclved-^jf j 
the CIA really has a psychogenic drug that could hav^ ! 


S32C . j 

i immobilized everyone in the embassy compound, or if f 
there still are US agents hiding in Tehran — then the j 
committees obviously should conduct their inquir ies j 
behind closed doors and then issue a sanitized report , i 
Up to now, however, the administration has refused to j 
cooperate even with committees whose members I 
normally have access to the nation's most highly : 
classified information. Thejcommittees are being given ! 
no more information than administration spokesmen) 
are disclosing officially to the press and public. Maybe! 
there is a case to be made for keeping much of this; 
information secret, but then the case should be made 
straightforwardly. In themeantime, theadministration 
is unofficially leaking buckets of data to the press, 
seemingly to convince the public that but for the 
technical failure of some helicopters and an unfor- 
tunate crash in thedesert. President Carter would have 
gotten our hostages out. 

There are still too many questions about the oper- 
ation that raise suspicions about its planning and its 
chances of success. Why were only eight helicopters 
sent-on the mission when a minimum of six were 
required, and when the rule of thumb in military 
operations is that, with helicopters, you double the 
number to make sure you are safe? The Pentagon 
seems to be mired in contradiction when it says it 
allowed for a margin of risk in adding two extra 
helicopters to the mission, but then describes the 
onerous and unprecedented 500-mile journey and the 
difficulties of the terrain and atmosphere in which the 
aircraft had to. operate. What about charges, leveled 
chiefly by military analyst Edward Luttwak, that! 
President Carter personally pared.the sizeof therescuej 
force to the bare minimum (and perhaps below) in orderi 
to minimize risks? What makes Carter and Defense;. 
Secretary Brown so confident that the rescue effort' 
would have succeeded once the commandos got toj 
Tehran? xAccording to leaks, the force was to fly from! 
the desert to mountains north of Tehran, land, hide; 
overnight, proceed by truck to Tehran, gain entry to 
the embassy, disarm the terrorist occupiers, call in the 
helicopters, fly out to a rendezvous with C-130 
transport planes, and then leave Iran. It seems to us 
that an operation with so many legs would be terribly 
vulnerable. Trucks or aircraft might be sighted in 
Tehran, as they were even in the desert. Equipment 
‘might fail, as i t did on the trip's very first leg. How were 
commandos going to get into the embassy without a 
firefight, which would attract attention? How were 
they going to rescue the three US hostages at the 
foreign ministry? The questions go on and on-./Why_ 
should we believe President Carter when-he says this 
operation had a good chance of success? If the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, with full coopera tion from 
the administration, concludes this was a well-con- 
ceived, adequately equipped operation that was merely 
the victim of fate, well believe. Otherwise, no. 
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THE NEW REPUBLIC 
10 May 1980 


Sweating it out in Tehran. 


1980 


April 7. Yesterday the three American priests, two 
Iranian priests, the apostolic nuncio, Annibale Bugnini, 
and Archbishop Hilarion Capucci arrived at the 
embassy with mail and gifts for the hostages. I asked 
Capucci to see if he could give a hand in asking the 
students to talk with me. Capucci is the Maronite 
bishop whom the Israelis arrested for smuggling 
explosives and ammunitions to the Palestinians. Along 
with three American priests he has been chosen to 
celebrate the Easter religious services at the embassy, 
and he came yesterday morning, accompanied- by— [ 
Archbishop John G. Nolan, president of the Vatican 
Mission for Palestine. All black-veiled and dressed up in 
the ecclesiastical vestment, his dark tunic enriched by 
the golden chain with the pendant of precious 
amethists, his right hand holding the Pastoral cane, he 
looked very confident of solving the hostage drama: j 
one would say that he planned to leave Tehran with a i 
couple of released hostages. But when I heard him over j 
the telephone, his voice sounded crushed. He kept • 
saying: "Catastrophique, c'est catastrophiqtie." j 

All of the hostages were not shown during their visit. ; 
The priests were escorted by the students to three! 
different rooms: in the first room were two of the j 
American priests and Archbishop Bugnini; in the 
second room, one of the American priests and the two 
Iranian priests; in the third room. Archbishop Capucci 
alone. Then, in each room, they were joined by small 
groups of hostages. With the students and the Iranian 
TV constantly present, the visit went on for six hours. 
During those hours, the priests and the hostages 
exchanged rooms several times. Was this to confuse the 
visitors and prevent them from counting the persons 
who were permitted to see, or better to control 
everybody? Both things, probably, but the fact remains 
that none of the priests could count the hostages. 

Archbishop Capucci alone met with one group of 
hostages when the other priests had left. There were 
nine or 10 in this fourth group. Capucci did not count 
them. Maybe he was too upset. These hostages looked 
rather depressed. (Only depressed?) I'm sure that the 
nine or 10 were the ones who have been kept for five 
months tied up in the embassy basement. Of course all 
the visitors, Capucci included, will say that no hostage 
is kept in the basement, no hostage is still tied Up. When 
they see them, they are not in the basement and they j 
are not tied up. But I know this from someone else who 
knows. Those in the basement are the people con- 


sidered unmistakably spies , and some of them are or 
have been recently tied up because they attacked the 
students. I also know that one of these tried to commit 
suicide three times. The third time he was so close to 
death he was taken to the hospital. Did he die? Was he 
in* the fourth group or not? * 

Maybe my main questions to Bani-Sadr shouldn't be 
about the hostages or the Soviet Union, two subjects 
that he knows nothing about. They should be: Mr. 
Bani-Sadr, don't you think that this story humiliates 
you even more than the Americans? Mr. Bani-Sadr, 
wlien I interviewed Bazargan last September he told me 
that Iran was impossible to rule because Khomeini 
wouldn't allow anyone to rule. You scorned Bazargan 
for those declarations and did everything in your power 
to eliminate him as prime minister. Aren't you now in 
exactly the same situation as Bazargan last September? 
Mr. Bani-Sadr, are you aware that a new verb has been 
forged for you, the verb "to Bazarganize/'and that you 
are named the Bazarganized Bani-Sadr?; Mr. Bani- 
Sadr, is.a new royal dynasty being created in Iran, the 
Khomeini dynasty? 

After my ambassador called five or six times to 
establish a time for my interview with Bani-Sadr,. 
Aboghasal Sadegh of the Foreign Ministry finally 
assured him that the date was still set for Friday, and 
promised to send a messenger to the hotel with news of 
the exact time. No messenger came. 


EZCERPI2D 


Oriana Fallaci 


Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 


article APPEARED 
ON PArnE / / - 


THE WASHINGTON POST 
8 May 1980 



,, ... -.r*. • ’ \ •'/- ' >*-. 

Hostage. Rescue T 

■ ■ ■ : • r ."v-' •’ - •- . 

rvs^Wasn’t Necesllfw! 

^ . /• 'f:C • . i.C.V .TitvX*..* - - ■■ 


President Carter justified the disas- 
trous Iranian rescue mission: : on . 
grounds that deteriorating conditions 
inside Iran had placed the American 
hostages in greater jeopardy than they 
had been in. But the president's intelli- 
gence : experts had reported* just, the r 
opposite, - : 

In other words, the fiasco that cost : 
eight American lives, humiliated the : 
United States* and added to; the hos^-' 
tages*:danger was not necessary. And r 
the president had been told that, 

As recently as April 18. a secret intel- ‘ 
ligence report concluded chat the con-- 
tinuing political turmoil in Iran, posed 
no particular threat to the, captives in 


' And while Carter has made much of 
the fact that no Iranians were harmed 
in the aborted rescue attempt, what he 
has chosen to ignore is that the “hu- 
manitarian” effort called for use of | 
massive lethal force, that could have 
brought death or injury to hundreds 
~ of Iranians. The main reason the Ira- 


Ithe U.S. Embassy in Tehran. .. . - >+ 

“The situation in Iran is no better 
and no worse than, six months ago,"- 
the report stated. It also- warned that * 
economic and military sanctions were 
-not likely to gain release of the hos- 
tages.^.; s • " ri - - '*■ *;V vt' . V 

;■ Furthermore, though Pentagon spo- 
kesmen have denied any knowledge of 
•a study showing that the rescue mis- 
sion might have resulted in the deaths 
or injuries of- nearly half; the* hostages 
and; an even greater number of their 
. rescuers; reliable sources assured, my 
reporter Ron McRae that just such a 
“worst-case scenario" did exists- ^wr- 
it was hoped, of course, that all the 
hostages would have been brought out 
unharmed* while subterfuge and anes- 
thetic gas. would have: enabled the 
rescuers to avoid any casualties if all 
. went.iweih. But the so-called “worst- 
case scenario" envisioned 2Q casualties 
among the 53 hostages and 50 or more 
‘ among their rescuera^^o^^^' 

' Vj. 'ST-- 


;' nian people— for whom the president 
^ expressed such' 'concern— were not 
S'- subjected to bombing was that the mis- 
^sion was called off in its preliminary 
K stage*; T- * *'*•' 

;'C‘tv The helicopters that were to be used 
sstto*. evacuate the hostages and -their~ 
^rescue team were to be given protec- . 
“^tive cover by Ell fighter aircraft from - 
7 r- the carrier Nimitz.. Contingency, plans 
V called for the bombing of selected tar- 
:r , gets around the embassy compound to 
r>- prevent reinforcements to the Iranian 
militants- holding the embassy cap- 
tives. :■ r*.: :: 

In short* the president's claim- that 
the rescue mission was nonmilitary in 
character was, to put it mildly, disin- 
genuous. Had the mission proceeded 
to its second and third stages, it might * 
well have resulted in a bloody battle 
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h&san?- By William Brahigiinf/ -'\ vs-"'y 

w a*iiiaaton Po«. FWretgtt 3errtW; t ^>?^.^ 
'^ISfelBAN— Last month's failed' U.S.' 

it 1 H'- " T ,v *• .■ ■ 

/hostage rescue mission appears ta: be/ 
a domestic political tolk ih lran? 
§h^5§i crossfire of hints and charges * 


>/rfhtehtionally oti* no^V; American 
^srtatements seeking to explain and jus- 
mission'll! its tragic aftermath; 
?h^>had the effect of arousing: Irani*' 
ans’- suspicions: - of- each- other. Some 
Iranians now fear’that the : attempted . 
{rescue: may/ resuit * In 9r witch - hunt 
against Western-oriented dissidents; on 
charges of beingdinked . to-- the United 
’States ., l 
X/ Irrthe flurry: of domestic tecrimina- 
tions r .coritroversies have sprung..- up 
over such subjects as the Iranian air 
{{force's strafing of the American air- 
''craf^abandoned at the desert landing 
{.site' and the publication of a love? let* 
-vter-irii a Tehran newspaper. V . 

Accusations have surfaced that ele- 
£mehts/i of the Iranian armed:' forces 
\ tnay - have cooperated with the/ rescue 

mission. There have been signs .that 
some Moslem clerical hardliners may 
try to use the raid to discredit moder* 
ate secular rivals. -* /; •/' '{ $■ 

If nothing else, leaks in Washington 
that people in Iran were involved in 
the rescue effort have contributed to 
intricate and imaginative conspiracy 
theories. A-* ’{ $ 

President Aboi Hassan Bani-Sadn 
has charged that clashes between lefti 
ists and rightists on Iranian university 
campuses before the mission, ar wave- 
of terrorist bombing* in Tehran -after? 
ward and the continuing warfare ber 
tween government forces and Kurdish 
guerrillas , in - western £ -Iran- were - alE 
: part of a U.S. plot against theTraniare 
revolution. j % 

In an apparent attempt- to make pen 
:litical capital of the U.S. ; attempt by* 
rallying public - support for his pren 
grams, Bani-Sadr has charged that /the? 
goal of the operation was not to resd 
cue the A m eric a n -hos ta ge s ? but. fp-top^. 
nip hi« tmvpmmpnl: '“* * ‘ "h/-::.; S‘*"L.'S J- 


rivals,/ > mean- 


pie his government 
B an i-Sadris clerical 
while, seem to be drawings a bead on; 
some leading secular figures by drop* 


{Try Fuels 




ping hints that- they might, have been 
involved in the alleged American plot. 

No names have been officially men- 
tioned, although, the religious supervi- 
sor of Iran's Interior Ministry, Ayatol- 
: lab, Mohammed Reza. Mahdavi- Kani, 
has-.said that four Iranians, and three 
foreigners have been arrested sofar 
in connection .with the .Tehran.bom- 
bings^ ■. ' . I; t '<*■ .-rr * 

;.. ‘‘Supposing some top' names were 
involved,” he .told' a Tehran newspa- 
pers -1‘Evem then it Is- not advisable to 
make their names public because of 
the country’s prevailing, situation.” 

, . One - immediate effect of . the U.S. 
rescue attempt has been to make Ira- 
nians even more wary than they have| 
lately become about contacts with for-! 
eigners, especially Americans; . -V' ' . 

“I’m. afraid' to associate with my 
American friends,” said a. U.S.-edu- 
cated Iranian banker. “Just the fact 
that;!, studied; iiv the?- States’ means* ffo; 
many people * that* ' rm ; ";r * potential'! 
American agent.’ 

Also apparently suspect in the wave 
of internal paranoia generated by the 
U.S. rescue- mission are Iranian mili- 
tary personnel trained in the United 
States-or who worked with^AmericanH 
technicians or militaJ^-adtdsers here. 
Suspicions- that Iranian servicemen 
may : have' collaborated*: with: the: raid/ 
stem from the ,U.S. team's/ evasion^ of 
Iraniaruradar on t he flrght'tOAthe^der 
sert landing, site and the- Iranian at- 
tempt^ to. destroy ' the U.S. .aircraft 
soon after the: rescue : effort was an- 
nounced by. Washingtod;;^^:/^: 

Adding- to- the controversy was the 
death / of an Iranian Revolutionary 
Guard - {commander who * was , among' 
the first to arrive at the landing site 
.'after the Americans left.':, :? 
v Although {Iranian officials initially 
said. he. was “martyred”, while inspect- 
ing;^ t booby-trapped V helicopter,, eye- 
witness reports indicated , that he was 
killed when Iranian air, . force F4s 
strafed and rocketed the aircraft. 

* Critics of the strafing have charged 
that valuable- documents : and equip- 
ment were destroyed along with the 


aircraft and hinted that this may have 
been part of an effort to suppress in - 
formation about the American plan . 

7 Since then government and military 
officials have been at pains to justifjr 
theoperation, but ho-one:has: directly, { 
'accepted responsibiUty' for brderingjit.': 


: Tn a - local newspaper interview- 'a^| 
day after, the rescue mission was. 
aborted, Bani-Sadr defended the bomb- 
bardment on the grounds that* Ameri- 
can technicians had* installed Iran's, 
radar system, and* knew how to. evade-, 
it if they wanted to reenter Iran. . 2 

{"■‘“Since’it^was very likely that ther\ 
United States would take some action 
.to steal . the^e helicopters., this order 
{was- issued,”: /{Bani-Sadr ' exQlainetft 
{.“The purpose - was ; ter pur the4eUcppe ui 
ters out of action so they, couldn't &«{ 


-taken out of Iran:’* 




H 


Bani-Sadris-.e^pla nation^ Wa^oa 
up; by the/. chief-,; of-, military join 
{ staffs; Maj^Gen. Hadi Shadmenr, wft<i 
f 1 cla imed ‘thaV^the-' Americanism 
dos left :'a;fadio^rtransmitter on in. oh 
of the helicopters to- pinneipt th 
landing site, for >a later attempt to 
? trieve - the ‘aircrafts |* 

A sked if ,?ebs*r f vV U.Sr document ^ - 
had "been destroyed - along 
U S. helicopters;. Bani-Sadr saiijK that ! y } 
any existe d they' would not‘ have bee ^ 
"damaged “since this opera tion wa 
on ly tor putting the helicooters ou t ( 
order.” ■ ", . .. , . 

However, the commander oj^the-Iiia 
fmiahr^Aif - Force^ Geh r ..Amir’ .Bahih^(| 
B a c her!-: n ews ^ oer {Kavh ^ J 

that the; a ttack o n the • abandoned-hei^ 

, ' 4 • •• ; ••.-*—* ... ; -~s*- i 3 

‘ j . L_ J »/,«. rtAnirwaAicaW. 


: . V' : L-.ilA.VIE T - 1 > • ? I ’ 

areas such' as,their gasoline tanks; ap 
en-rinesveaught lire. when. 
ters - earnest? rrderr' A*' / Force- f 
;. they were? destroyed,” Ke,said:.H^saii 
one was not, damaged at alt and^w' 

• be flown.*- *• A/? i , 

.Bagherf;said;{ he ; was appointing; m 
team / tb4 mvesHgate :; *wh?U?'I&yh§i 
V called*' the?l“suspicious death^bf * tw 
10 Revolutionary .iGdard* comramidej, 
^ who the/ paper said was Tumoped 
have “gained: acces* tof.the- plans^ aiw 
. documents on the U.S. military -^anij 
Suspicions.aIsoJiave.been.. stirred 
publication;, in .the-^Tehran< newspap^* 
Bamdad of'a loveJetter addressed; £p 
“Arya-IAlthough/rit can be a marbs 
name^ Axya also, recalls the deposit 
.soph's /title v df £ Axyamehr ”^meanu^ 

* “ li g h t_o*f .the Ag a’ns.”_;,;VA ; \;/^^ ^ 


co^ 1 
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' 'W Ary a / my unique, my sumra(i 
mr glory ^ said the letter; publish^ 
in Bamdad’s- personal messages 
'it mn April 30.* Tt asked- in conclusion, 
“how should- I* know when. I will jof£ 
you?" .It-? was signed/ “Sacrificed for 
Vou. the red flower." . - "■ 

i A leaflet distributed by Moslem fun- 
damental ist followers of Ayatollah R»- 
hollah Khomeini.:, charged that thfe 
. message was a secret code connected 
* w ith a plot -against Iran. 

’’Simultaneous with the -American 
government's military invasion anm vi s 
unsuccessful coup plot, fifth colum- 
nists and agents of SAVAfC'tne sna cm 
secret ponce are- carrying outf^a 
wave • ot sa botage; ~ disturbances arid 
bombings in^ Iran against the Islanfl c 
republic." the leaflet said. “An- espio - 
nage role is -being played by emba s- 
sies and new agencies, and local * c& 
votetr journalists; Tills information y 
exchanged^ /through condolenc es. 
poemsr announcements, etc., in co tigs 
to let' their masters know what is [ go- 
ing on here .'^~^, T~F 

/ The broadsheet warned .Iranians 
beware oic such imperialist? tricks a 
to “play /your: revolutionary role i 

cordingiy~>^ i.;. ~ A- J 




T 
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By. Georg^ C. Wilson* x; >j>$ 

1 Wa*iUn«toa Post gtafl Wrt£«r 

Decision makers were asking for 
trouble from- sand or. dust storms by 
launching the hostage; rescue^ mission- 
over the desert back country of. Iran:, 
i in late Aprit; according to formation : 
r brought to light in a- closed session- of I 
the. HouseaArmed: ; ^SeryicM^Gomtmt: 

- 1 ee..^-:' . y. • &*&&$$$$?;■ r 
Rep. Robert W; Daniel Jr. (R-Va.). a 
■ former "ClA ottxcer and pilots - told 
Pentagon wunesses tnat an lramarT 
air force general, Amir Hossein Gh£ 
reishu had. informed* Him that fate 
- April was risky for the helicopter part 
; o t the mission because of sandstorms 
m southern Iran. • ~ - ;•••*/' ~ 

Although 1 Daniei would not’ discuss 
what went on during Tuesday's secret 
n committee' session; he ditf confirm in: 

: an interview that Ghoreishi had made;! 
that point about the storms. ':^^ I 
knows what. he : talking about,*' 
said' Daniel of Ghoreishi, a one-star 
general in the Iranian air force who is 
now in ; the United States and recently I 
met with the congressman* "He said it_, 

■T-*" ’ ~ fT *?'•-* 

: was-.a “well-established.-: ractl thatfjh'ei 
chances- oft. these- storms Were in4 
creased" by waiting until April 24 to* 
launch the* mission rather than earlier] 
in the year.i' ^V: i* V L .;*\ A 
;; The Pentagon has denied thatit had; 
expected'an* increased risk frorarsandt 
oc; dust -storms ' if : the mission :werel 
conducted after: March; As it: turned; 

4 out,* one. of the* two would-be rescue 
helicoptersturned back to the aircraft: 
carrier Nimitz because of a huge dust 
storm and -two*, others landed - on the: 
desert- until: the; worst! of .. it blew over; 

- The mission ! was scrubbed for Jack, ofi* 

enough.hellcopter s^v -.-j- psKx: ? trwt .» \ t. 

. r In other- developments yesterday:' 1 j 
I; ChainnahvBirch;Bayh»(D-Ind.) of^ 
the Senate lntelligence Committee; de- 
nounced .leaks . of., details about the' 
plan and demanded an FBI Jnvestiga4 
tion in a krbngly. worded letter; to Di-I 
rector William K. • Webster... 

; • The Joint . Chiefs of: Staff; sent a 
formal, report to. the House Armed; 
Services Committee about the first 
phase of the raid, revealing little new 
information.: 

I V-The-Wentagon-armouncedl that 


TPresidentXarter will' deliver the eul- 
ogy for the eight servicemen killed in 
i the raid at a- memorial, service in the 
Arlington Cemetery amphitheater to-" 
morrow at 9:30 a f m*^. ; ^ ^ 

*• Two of the ; co mmandos burned ins 
the raid were ’jreieased _from the 
Brooke. Axmy^MedicaL Cen~ter>at San 
Antonio after a two-week stay; t 1. J j--* . 

“ Released- were* Marin e^Maf-G John 1 
Schaefer of Los Angeles and Air. 
Force lst.Lt. Jeffrey ^Harrison of War- 
ren, Ohior :> s ' 

Col* Basil A. Pruitt, hospital com- 
mander, said Staff Sgt* Joseph Beyers 
III of Charleston, S.C., remains in 
critical condition, and Marine Maj. 
Leslie- Petty of : Jacksonville,: N.Cy isr 
in serious condition.' ' V4 * 1 

The fifth injured serviceman, Air- 
mamTst. Class William .Tootle of Fort ! 
Walton Beach,; Fla., was released last 
week* from the Lackland- Air -Force 
Base hospital in Texas after treatment 
for a' knee injury. 

In- making his demand for an FBI 
investigation of leaks, Bayh acknowl- 
edged: that: prosecutions rarely result, 
Jjutjaid. “if we find^out who's doing 
this: and kick theirt/f ehr; end out of 

. 'X ■ . . ' . - ’>/“#* ;■ .»> 

government, . that r ^ a : -good start" He - 
' sai<Lthe leaks, especially angered him 
. because, they obviously were"- coming 
; from dh e: ’ sa me ad min istratio tt ■ that 
^complains Congress cannot?" keep se- 
crets. . 

;■ Chairman! Les 'Aspin (D-Wis.). of the 
Hpuse^telLgence: oversight subcom- 
mittee voiced a" similar, complaint. He 
.said details leaked.by^the administra- 
* - J Uon -could v endanger' ah y^operatives 
| left in Iran; \ | v - 

F In tiieir422-page unclassified report - 
.|pn : - tfce£‘ rhid'/ • the* Joint Chiefs con- 
firmed ^ that “classified* material' had . 
been ' left aboard helicopters aban- 
Ydqnedon^ the^^niaxi^jS^sere', hear Ta- 
•• bas. : ' “ . ‘ - y ' -> ; • } ? ■ 

^ ^Retrieving the^ secret material, said 
:; the r chiefs, “was determined to be too 
...dangerous- -for the-i helicopter crews 
land people 4 ! m * the "TCI 30 ' transports 
^alongside. A giant fire .was raging at the 
time as a result of a collision between 
a helicopter -and-- ariG130;- setting, off 
ammumtion.; ... fe 


The chiefs, revealed, that the lead') 

RH53 helicopter, and the one ilying ] 
alongside it, both landed during the 
dust storm and then- took off again, 

: making them, late ■ for-- the refueling: 

rendezvous: ^ 

Adm.- Robert > t Long r Pacific ;* com- - 
mander, ; said. ,ia- Honolulu, yesterday , 
that: fighting the* dust storm, which - 
was 5,000 feet high and 190 miles long,, 
had left- -the helicopters* in- a near, 
“state of exhaustion." They were sup- 
. posed, to fly on to. a. mountain hidea- 
way the first night under the plan. •; 

Staff XDriter George Lardner Jr. con • 

} tributed to this article* ^ ^ - 
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Times (Field news S ervice ) 

MhSHIHGTuH-Ome of the tl.S. hostages held in Iran has tried three 

TIMES TO COMMIT SUICIDE* ITALIAN JOURNALIST UR I ANA rALLACI REPORTS IN 
THE HRY 10 ISSUE OF THE NEW REPUBLIC MAGAZINE, 

FhLLACI WROTE THAT THE HOSTAGE* WHOM THE MILITANTS CONSIDER TO BE 
RHONE NINE OR 10 “ UNMISTAKABLY SP I ES 5 ’ AMONG THE DO BEING HELD* 
ALMOST SUCCEEDED IN KILLING HIMSELF THE THIRD TIME AND HRS SO CLOSE 
TO DEATH HE HAS TAKEN TO A HOSPITAL* 

Fallaci had gone to Iran in Bpril* before the aborted y.S> attempt 
to rescue the 50 hostages held in the U* 8* Embassy and three in the 
Foreign Ministry. She had expected to interview President mbolhassan 
Bani-Sadr* but he backed out because of an unflattering interview 
Fallaci had conducted with my atoll ah Ruhollah Khomeini* The Khomeini 
interview has widely reviled in Iran. 

She spoke hith mrchbishop Hilarion Capucci* the Harqnits cleric who 

HAS ONE OF THE PRIESTS WHO CELEBRATED EASTER SERVICES FOR THE 

hostages. Fallaci noted that none of the priests saw all of the 

HOSTAGES TOGETHER* BUT THAT .CaFUCCI ALONE MET WITH ONE GROUP OF NINE 
OR 10 AND REPORTED THAT THEY LOOKED RATHER DEPRESSED, 

Fallaci said she is convinced that these nine or 10 compose the 

GROUP THOUGHT BY THE IRANIANS TO BE SPIES AND WHO* SHE WROTE* HAD 
BEEN KEPT* SOMETIMES TIED UP* FOR FIVE MONTHS IN THE EMBASSY BASEMENT 

Fallaci wrote that she learned from one “who knows” that “those 

IN THE BASEMENT ARE THE PEOPLE CONSIDERED UNMISTAKABLY SPIES* AND 
SOME OF THEM ARE* OR HAVE BEEN* RECENTLY TIED UP BECAUSE THEY 
ATTACKED THE STUDENTS (MILITANTS HOLDING THE HOSTAGES). 5 5 

“I ALSO KNOW THAT ONE OF THESE TRIED TO COMMIT SUICIDE THREE 

times?” Fallaci continues. “The third time he was so close to death 

HE WAS TAKEN TO A HOSPITAL. DlO HE DIE? HAS HE IN THE FOURTH GROUP 
(THE ONE THAT MET WITH CaPUCCI )?...’ ’ 

tNUi ! bUN-iiricb 
NY - 05 OS OiliEDT 
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Iran 3s Queried • j 


Alleged U. 5. Spy 

.TEHRAN, Iran (UPI)— The Swiss 
Embassy in Tehran, which repre- 
sents U.S. interests imlran,has asked : 
the Iranian government for informa- 
ition on an American; woman report- 
: edly held by revolutionary police on 
;charges that she. is a.CIA spy;offi- . 
- cial* said today. ;-i 

:^A spokesman for the emhassy* said 
Information V from -^“unofficial * 

: sdurces M ;identified;the woman'as 
Cynthia Dwyer* a free-lance journal- 
: ist from Buffalo; . 

..... In Buffalo^ the woman’s tnisljand, : 
.John Dwyer; said he has received re- 
ports that his wife; was arrested in 
Iran He said he. had- not. spoken to 
her since Sunday and denied she is a 

W*. . • . 1 4 i r: o * ■ ’J*- •*- - • y. *" . ' 

■ In. Washington, the State Depart- 
ment said.Mrs. Dwyer, who entered , 
Iran April 15 and was to leave three* j 
days ago, had no connection with 
.the U.S. government,.. ‘.V: .. 

■* -After the U.S-- commando mission 
; to rescue the American hostages- was 
:aborted; Islamic militants launched 
a campaign aimed, at finding sus-. 
pected spies; alleging ' that the 
United States had. received help 
from .within, the country-for the ex- 
pedition. 1 -; . i • : f 

—The-Swiss; Embassy; spokesman- 
said J theTflrstword oir the. arrest of. 
-the- womancame frbii-the Iranian 
^newspapenKayhanand^mostof the 
(details available sb f arch ad . come" 
(from 44 unoffia^sourcss4Si^, • :v\£v 
this-* woman 3 was arrested a nd 
hejr^name is^ynthiatD wyer then, ' 
yes> we are trying to obtain aclari- 
ficatiori,” the spokesman said. ; - 4 ; *> 
The-, -Kayhanf reported Tuesday 
. that an unidentified: woman was ar- 
•rested; in- possession of “documents'" 
proving that she .was: working ; f or < 

2 '& *>/.'-■«- :&r. 

> -The, newspaper; said, the^ police? 

. contacted the* Eoreign'NUnistry to re^ 
port thearTestbutdid not hand over 1 
their prisoner: to. the ministry. as.dns 

vstructed^;;^; 

r'- In- a telephone call' to the Buffalo 
-Evening. News, on Sunday^ Mrs-y 
-Dwyer said; “I dpn'JUthmk. there’sl 
* anything to w orry abouC' y ^ 

^-^ecediasbeeiilno;worclabout the 
Roman’s \vhe^abojit$ since^^jni^ * 
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Report Tells Theory 
Of Aborted- Amission 

John!; Fialka^ 

: .V a, Washington Star Staff Writer 

% The centralaheory behind the aborted raid to- 
free the hostagesln Tehran was that “a lean; but: , 
. adequate forre^that stnickVswlfUy and unexpegt-- 
^edly stood. i/gdqcL chance of,rescuing the hos- 
' stages." y- Vz* : : v : p; 

M According: to> 22-page Ire port on the mission 
•> released yesterday by; the Pentagon, considerable 
Crisks were taken by the raiders to achieve sur- 
'• prise. The original plans called for a force of only 
?sixfheiicopters for the entire mission^ ... ; J ; 

■; As mission planning was refined and [more 
intelligence was gathered 1 ,- ’ft h e report say s, two 
additional helicopters were added to adjust for an 
increased load and the reduced lift capability of 
helicopters in the wanning desert air. j i 
A/ more complete outline of the* mission — 
which aborted after three helicopters failed — 
was outlined in a classified version of the report 
sent to the chairmen of the Senate and House 
armed services committees, jwhich are investigat- 
ing the failureof the raid. 1 s ;{ : f : f: 

^ The plan that began evolving within a few days 
of' the takeover of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran 
placed great emphasis on "a surprise entry i of the 
embassy with as little violence and loss of jlife as 
possible on either side,” according to the report. 

“The key to such a bold undertaking was sur- 
prise,” the report says, asserting that a larger 
force “posed an increased danger of a fatal leak” 
that could have risked the lives of the hostages 
■ andlthe raiding force, v .7” 

: t The. use of helicopters was decided uponi in* the 
early planning stages as offering “the best pros : 

. pects for success.” v ^ v • 

£■ • The helicopters, because of ' their Iimitedlrange , 

’ required a retueling site and the planners, after 


examining satellite photographs and other intelli - 
g ence data on an area about 1UQ miles in diameter , 
picked Desert One, an area of the Great bait 'Desert 
that had a hardpacked floo r. The area straddled a 
narrow; unpaved road.^”#M •“ 

' The report says: “No other location could be 
found which would meet landing criteria and this 
risk was considered acceptable because jof the 
calculated probability of very light nightimej traf- 
fic'on the road.” w/ •*. > 
An Iranian bus, loaded with 43 passengers, 
which appeared on the road as the first C-130 
touched down, was the first event that was unfore- 
seen' by the planner/ 


The second unforeseen event, the: report says, 
was “several nearly continuous areas of su s- j 
pended dust” that- caused great confusion among ’ 
the crews of- the eight CH-53D helicopters inbound 
from the carrier Nimitz.nThe dust eventually- 
caused one helicopter to turn back:i : ■ 

• -A special weather forecasting group, assembled 
by the Pentagon, had been j studying the^ weather 
on the helicopters' routes since early November, 
the* report adds. After, repeated practice forecasts, 
;“by late February there was high confidence in 
the weather forecasting for the routes.” . . ^ j 
On April 24, the day of the raid,' the forecast" 
“called for nearly clear sky [conditions, with high 
scattered: overcast, good visibility and favorable 
winds ” The report, says that than “an exaustive 
post-mi^ion analysis of the forecast” found that it. 
^had been- accurate except jfor the dust storms, 
which the forecasters had not foreseen. ;V • : 'A ■ 

The helcoptersw which had taken off from the 
carrier Nimitz shortly before dusk,.crossed the Ira-i 
nian coast flying only I00 f feet off the grouncL. 
They flew in four sections !of two each, keeping « 
radio silence. To their crews the layers of fine, sus- j 
pended dust first appeared to be a “fog bank.”:.' . • ' 
Once: inside the dust storms, visibility soon de- 
graded to;the point where, as one pilot described: 
it, it was like-flying “inside a bowl of: dark milk.” 
The night- vision devices worn by the' pilots “com- 
pounded” their feeling of vertigo or dizziness, v i : * 
Rather than break radio! silence, the pilots of 
the first two helicopters decided to land and wait 
out the storm. The rest flew on, including the fifth 
helicopter; the one that carried the commander of 
the helicopter squadron. : . a ~ a'V-.-.v- '/*;•! 

Helicopter 5 became separated from the others 
in the dust; It also experienced a partial loss of in- 
struments when a motorilthat powered a fan* 

. cooling the instruments failed. Tlie cause-was 
rater.tracedto^coolingventthathadbeenaci- 
dentally blocked by cargo. ^ : t r \ £ 

; The plan called, for the choppers to' cross'd 
mountain range undetected by flying low through 
mquntaiii. valleys; Wthoutdnstruments,;the'HelK 

rnnfpr S'niVnf A an \ A aA i *»■ mnn 1 A HA i >• 


, . ’V .‘.they reluctantly aborted; reversed coursp* 
found their way out of the dust and subsequently 

recover pH a Hrtfl rA Mimi t-r UM /Ml ■ ' 


remaining.’*';' '* •*' '-f 1 

. At Desert One,. the study says, six C-130s were 
waiting for the helicopters, keeping their engines 
running, to avoid the possibility that one or more 
might notrestartiBecause another helicopter had 
had a rotor-blade failure along the. way. only six 
arrived at the site. ••• x ;a in s.a/JV-y- ; 

But.the crew members of one of the arriving 
ships, Helicopter Two, had their own sad story to 
tell. A. crack in a.“jam nut”. that was part of a 
backup hydraulic system had resulted in all of the 
.fluid in the system-being sprayed into the air out 
of the top of the aircraft. When the system ran dry, 
the system’s pump burned out because it was sup- 
posed to be cooled by the absent hydratilic fluid. • 
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" Although the helicopter could be flown on the 
main hydraulic system, the loss of that system in 
the air would make the helicopter’s controls sud- 
denly inoperable. There was. no spare pump 
among the large number of spare helicopter parts 
brought along for the mission, the report says.. 

It adds: “Even if a spare pump had been avail- 
able. there would not have been sufficient time to 
repair the source of the leak, replace and service 
the pump and'Still get to the forward location be- 
fore daylight" "'/"/■ 

The crash, which- cost the lives of eight air 
crewmen, occurred when the third helicopter was- 
ordered to move away from a C-130 to provide 
room for the fourth helicopter to finish refueling. 
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/TEHRAN; 

arrested Monday in. Iran on suspicion 
; of spying has been: identified asCyn- 
jthii Dwyer of Buffalo* N.Y.^ accord- 
ing to the manager 1 of the* Tehran 1 :. 
Hilton Hptei; where MrsUD^eitwasj 

5 s - t&SiT 

Her husband, coritacted'fn Buffalo. 
N.y-rsaid she was fn Iran as a. free^ 
lancejournalist-^^-^ ^ 

The Swiss Emba^^frepresjBiitirig! 
U.Si interests in Iran,, has- formally 
asked the Iranian Foreign: Ministry 
for information about Mrs: Dwyer, 
Ambassador Erik Lang said yesterr 
day. : : *{: - ,'a' • V^? 

‘'Switzerland^. a»:* the:: protecting^ 
power, sent them a; formal note this' 
morning asking; forin formation and* 
the right to visit thewoman;" he saidr 
in a telephone interview . ^ \f. "K ,( 
The-manager of the Tehran Hilton^ 
said that Revolutionary Guards - ar- 
rested Mrs.> Monday night and took 
her from the hoteh: \ 

The guards said;: yesterday that 
they were hoiding her on suspicion 
of spying for th^ CIA* but thdr same 
guards said later that they had hever^ 
arrested anyone^ and^dicfc.not] know 
M rs. Dwyer’s wherea bouts." ; 

In Buffalo; Mrs. Dwyer’s husband^ 
Dr. John Dwyer* sai&vshe went? to i 
Iran April 1 0 to work 1 a& a free^lancej 
journalist. He said tharwihen he tried 
to reach her yesterday.: he.Was-. told 
that she had checked out of. her ho^ * 
tei, leaving no forwarding addressr^ 

A Buffalo newspaper repo r te r sa id: 

: Mrs: Dwyer told him "by * telephone^ 
Sunday that ; she ftad^visi teii j; with? 

-Tran t-tri militin 


Dwyer said his wife, who entered | 
Iran through Turkey*, was ou tspoken. 
in her opposition to the policies of 
. theCIA. , " ' „ ■. 

A Foreign Ministry spokesman said- 
that he did not know where Mrs. 
Dwyer was heing^held but-.tha^the 
ministry would^ make inquiries in 
response ter the Swiss requested? -T 

The arrest came as Iranian leaders 
said they were intensifying the hunt 
for U.S. agents who might have been 
involved iit.the abortive U^. com- 
mando raid in Iran on April 25. The 
raid, was attempted- to gain^ the re- 
lease of the hostages who were then 
being held at the-U.S: Embassy in. 
Tehra n& . , ' 

Ayatollah Mohammad Beheshtr.a. 
leading:;; hard-line member; of: the 
Ruling Reolutionary Council, said at 
a news conference yesterday that the 
authorities had arrested \ an undis- 
. closed: i umber ; of * people. ite the 
course $T- their investigation of the 
raid. 2* . .-.rVf 'v.' : . ■ 

“It shjjwed us that there- are- many 
hidden^ingers of: which we should 
be mor^aware.l"Beheshti'said--v^/^| 

> He*aiso accused foreign- powers of 
provoking: the continuing troubles in 
Irart'ife: western ^ Kurdish region, 
where-autonomy-seeking guerrillas 
are a fighting:- ragainsfc government 

.r -- i! -■ v.iJ -^4 


_fprces;;j^S 
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WASHINGTON, May 7— The Defense 
Department made public today a long re- 
port cm last month’s abortive attempt to 
rescue the American hostages in Iran, 
but it declined to provide senators with 
information on how the mission was to 
have been conducted had it not been can- 
celed; ■ --.-r"- • ■JaV;- 

The 22-page report, submitted to* the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, is the 
most extensive official description so far. 
of the background and execution of the 
unsuccessful rescue operation.. Pentagon 
aides- said it was designed, in part, to an- 
swer critics who suggest that the raid, 
was ill conceived and too risky: . ^ 

In a memorandum attached to there* 
port, - Gem David C. . Jones of the Air 
Force, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff; stated that 44 we are. conducting a 
detailed review" of the missiotv “identi- 
fying: mistakes, lessons learned and ac- 
tions required." .i '■ 

< : Te s timony by Key Co mm and e rs* rT, J " 

; The r epo r t went to Capitol Hill as the 
Armed Services Committee held daylong 
closed hearings with the key participants 
in the operations, including the overall 
mission commander, Maj. Gen* James 
Vaught of the Army* and Col. Charlie A. 
Beckwith of the Army, leader of the com- 
mando team that was to have stormed 
,tbe embassy compound in Teheran. 4 .* 
v Senate aides said that General Vaught,! 
Colonel Beckwith and other military wit- 
nesses had declined to discuss the whole 
mission, only the phase; that was comr 
pleted before the decision wae taken, to 
cancel the raid because of helicopter mal- 

^ The* Pentagon’s reluctance to discuss 
its entire plan for the operation annoyed 
some members of the committee. Senator 
Henry M. Jackson,; Democrat of Wash- 
ington, is known to have complained that 
more- details had been provided loa the 
news media than to the Congress. 

Other senators expressed^annoyahce 
over unauthorized disclosures# the news 
media on the operation.^ Senator ‘ Birch 
Bayh, the Indiana DemocraTwho heads 


the Intelligence Committee, called on the 


Federal Bureau or investiga tion to bean 
a n inquiry into tl» matter ^g^^ 

: v Bayh Letter to F.SJ Clibf 

3 In a letter to Wiliam H. Webster- Di- 
rector of the F.B.I., Mr. Bayh said it was 
necessary “to mobilize whatever forces 
are necessary to investigate and put an 
end of this destructive practice." -': > 

; Aides said that Mr. Bayh; in particul ar. 
was concerned about news reports saying 
that the commando mission was to have 
been aided by mtelligence- agents who 
had covertly entered Iran wee&s befo re 
tSr55jFattemptT T3J^^ , : ■ s ? 

After theArmed Services Committee 
hearings. Senator Barry Goldwater, Re- 
publican of Arizona* praised the rescue 


! attempt, calling it “the best planned mis- 
sion in my 40 years of military experience 
I’ve ever seen." But Senator Jackson 
seemed skeptical, saying that he had not 
been given sufficient details to determine 
whether the raid was 4 *wise or prudent. “ 
Senator John G. Tcfwer, Republican of 
Texas, commended thef ‘outstanding pro- 
fessionalism and uncommon courage" 
displayed during the raid,, but also called 
for the formation: of anew, antiterrorist 
command that “would include, under a 
single headquarters, all of the resources 
essential to the successful planning and 
implementation of such operations." 
f: Senate aides said that Mr. Tower’s pro- 
posal reflected concerns- within the com- 
mitee that the rescue attempt may have 
been hampered by a lack of cooperation: 
among the- various military units in~| 
voived in the missions 44 4 : : 44 4 * 

4 ^ 4 i 4 Siz 8 bf Force is 
4 In its; report; the ? Pentagon dealt with 
several issues that had been raised about 
the mission, including the question of | 
whether a force of 90 commandos and a 
maximum of eight helicopters was suffi- 
cient; to rescue the hostages. Stressing 
thatr, “secrecy was paramount in the 
operation* the report said that “a larger, 
more: elaborate force, with its corre- 
spondingly larger supporting .infrastnic* 
ture; posed an increased danger of a fatal 
leak,, which could have risked the lives 
not only of the rescue force, but of the hos- 
tages whom they were planning to free." 

The report also defended the decision to 
rely, on United States Navy RH-53D heli- 
copters for.' the mission, reporting that 
their range, and payload was suited for 
the raid and that their “familiarity as a 
fleet aircraft would help conceal their 
presence in Iran's nearby waters." ^ r 
;The report went on to say that . “the 
pilots selected were the best and the crew 
'composition was ’specially adjusted for 
of ^ } : - 

4 ? Question of Copter Maintenance 

^•Tn view of the flight conditions actu- 
ally encountered during the night of 24-25 
April* this experience paid off,” the re- 
port asserted^V^gS?,, 

LOn the crucial question of helicopter 
maintenance, the report said that a “spe- 
cial clandestine procedure had been es- 
tablished within the naval aviation sup- 
ply sytem’t to insure that mechanics ob- 
tained parts in “a timely fashion without 
revealing the true purpose." 4 •>. - 

4The helicopter crews, the report contin- 
ued, arrived on the aircraft carrier Ni- 
mitz four days before the mission, add- 
ing: “By the time the mission was ready 
to launch, the crews were totally satisfied 
that they had not only the best helicopters 
available, but the best maintenance and 
the highest prospects for success at any 
point in their training." . 4 44 : • . 44 
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The six-day siege at the Iranian Embassy in 
London ended with great credit to British au- 
thorities and to the skilled and brave men who 
broke the impasse. They saved all but two hos- 
tages, the victims having been slain minutes 
.earlier by Iranian Arab dissidents pressing, the 
grievance of their region against Persian rule. 
Four of the. five terrorists died as a resultof the 
shootout. There were no serious casualties 
among the Special Air Service commandos who 
stormed the premises. •••• . 

Friends of. Britain are happyito see London 
demonstrate such an effective deterrent to dido- 
matic terrorism in that capital. The SAS success, 
after patience had failed to end the siege blood- 
- lessly, perhaps contains useful hints for other re- 
spectable governments dealing with attacks on 
diplomatic targets.- 

./ Bur this, regrettably, leaves out the Iranian 
government, which in the face of universal con- 
demnation is still presiding over the most no- 
•torious diplomatic kidnapping of all. Prime 
.Minister. Thatcher’s suggestion that. Monday's 
victor/ for decency might improve the chance 
for ending the U.S. hostage crisis in Iran is, we’re 
afraid, too hopeful. • . .. . 

. • It is difficult to keep track of all the ironies in 
the London incident, juxtaposed with the six- 
month captivity of more than 50 Americans in 
Iran. Iranian diplomats in London, after months 
defending theTehran embassy invasion and the 
flouting of international law by their govern- 
ment, were themselves hostages-- in their own 
embassy. Iranian authorities, long attempting to 
blackmail the United States, vowed not to give in 
to blackmail in London- They proudly deni- 



grated any thought of “surrender” or ransom, 
which they have demanded of Washington. 

While disdaining any dealing with the-.Arab 
terrorists, beyond threatening to match them, 
victim for victim, Iranian officials entrusted the 
fate of their embassy to one of the United States’ 
strongest allies. The embassy was successfully 
penetrated and the- remaining hostages freed, in 
-a smaller version of what the abortive. U.S. expe- 
dition aimed at doing in Iran. ■ >,.c, > - • 

Were the Iranians grateful to the British for 
breaking the siege? Not unanimously. The news- 
paper of the dominant Islamic Republic Party, 
representing the Shiite clergy, blamed the CIA 
and British intelligence for stagTnglne London 
^takeover as well as for blowing up the building 
to end it. (Iranian allegations of iraqi-involve- 
ment, more credible because of the neighboring 
country’s hostility to Iran and Arabic identifica- 
tion, usually were accompanied by incredible 
charges of U.S.-Iraqi conspiracy.) . 

A country that enshrines the craziness fash- 
ionable in Iranian politics can hardly be ex- 
pected to make reasonable connections between 
what was attempted in London and what has 
been done in Tehran.. In London, the host gov- 
ernment as a point of pride and honor comes to 
the. aid of beleaguered diplomats and thus en- 
hances its stature. In Tehran, the reverse holds 
true. - . .. ^ | 

So the American hostages are untouched, for 
the moment, by the victory for civilization in the 
British capital. The enduring hope is that the 
message from the rest of the world, acted out.in I 
London- and elsewhere, must eventually seep I 
through. ' '..i-c.- j 

. ~ ‘art 'iTri -• 
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By Rusfawarth M. Kidder similarities between 'the London embassy 

Staff correspondent of . siege and the takeover af the American Em* 

The Christian Science Monitor. ' bassy in Tehran last November. 

-T- Whether Britain*, caiubuild a closer rela- 

. . London, tionship - close, enough perhaps, to mediate 

- Britain’s self-confidence has received a the Iranian-American dispute' - is still j 

welcome fillip from the successful rescue, of unclear. The British will is there, however- - I 
most of the hostages held in the Iranian Em- \T believe the way the operation was car - [ 
bassy here. . .. -^LT- *:t. r. •' : ~ ; ried out. in this country,- "said Mrs. Thatcher I 

In contrast to the failure of. the American in the House of Commons, “will have an effect, 

rescue mission in Iraaiasc month, the lifting ' _ on -the future position- with regard . to; the * 
of the embassy siegein London after six days American' hostages in Iran.” .1 . fT'TLr - 

showed the British capable of far more than .;:;ButIran-watchers note that a- fundamental 
(in the self-deprecating- phrase often heard part of the equation - the balance of power in 
here) “just muddling through:” . Iran’s Internal struggles between- clerics. 

As Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher told politicians, _ and students -- remains 
a cheering House of Commons on May 6, the untouched by the London embassy saga. _ . ! 
rescue operation “made all of us on both sides The official Iranian line remains that the I 
of the House proud to be British.’*' ' * American Embassy was a “nest of spies,”.' 

The 40 or so black-clad Special Air Service while the London embassy was, victim of a j 
(S AS) troops who freed 19 hostages and killed plot by the British, the US Central Intelli- 1 
four of the five gunmen came away almost gence Agency, and the Iraqis. . - j 

unscathed after a brief but fierce attack. Two Will the freeing of the hostages improve I 
hostages were executed by their captors be- British-Iranian relations? “One just has to be j 
fore the British assault, and three more were pessimistic in view of what they’ve said pub- j 
wounded during the shootings and explosions licly,” says a Western diplomat. \ 

: that marked the fray. . Iran-watchers here point out that Britain , j 

. • Apparently using specially developed stun aiterlhe United States, is public enemy No. 2 ! 
grenades- to temporarily blind and disorient. Ln Iran - “maybe even No. 1 i/2.’ ’ says one. j 
the gunmen,, the SAS troopers swooped from -'Anti-Shah Iranians bitterly recaii the oart \ 
rooftops- on ropes- and reportedly blasted played, by Britain \vith 'the CL^'in'the ! 
through the wall of an adjoining building in a , overthrow of former Prime Minister Muham- : 
well-coordinated, smartly planned raid.. . ~ mad Mossad eq in 1953. when the Shah re- ! 

Throughout the siege, the Iranian govern- turned to power. Mrs. Thatcher's support of j 
ment communicated with the British through President Carter has not helped close the raft, j 
the British Embassy in Tehran — which, in \ Nevertheless, says a British diplomat j 
accordance with European Community sane- close to the siege, the Iranians “played it very ! 
tions against Iran, has been slimmed to about straight.” ! 

half a dozen staffers*. Yet even on the Muslim - - - “They could have been difficult.” he said, • 
holy days, communications between the go v-_. and could have .“taken a very antagonistic ! 

: emments reportedly were good. - : V V " line” in order to forestall an unfavorable con- j 

After the* * rescuer Iran’s President trast between Britain’s protection of embas- 
Aboihassan BahirSadr sent swift' thanks to sies and Iran’s lack-of it.- I 

Mrs. Thatcher: But although he described the • Iran was much more helpful than other j 

“hostage-taking * event 'at the- Iranian Em-; Arab nations who reluctantly consulted the i 
bassy” as “unjust.” reports from Iran note Britain on the last day of the siege, the dipio- ! 

that his phrasing seemed to argue away any '-mat says: - / * * -• . , * to; v '1 
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; • ' Jonathan C. Randal' 

*" . Wftsijinatpn ?054 Forti«m Semes— f 

■ . TEHRAN^ :’ May . 6 — I ran' went to 
ri 'great lengths- today to stress its view 
j^that the;, freeing^of. .ii3.. diplomats ia- 
^London- and ..the condition of the- 

- . Americao-hostages held here were in 

r . no way. comparable. /•/’;.- 

• s President ^Abol Hassan Bani-Sadr 
V and .‘ Foreign -Minister Sadegh Ghot- 
hzaaeh. claimed- the heroism of Brit- 
r: ain’s^eliterSpectal- Air Services wa3 a 
.. . “victory. 1 !' ;f or- Iran - and. Islam. 

... Bani-Sadr in a second message to 
the ; British government, * thanked 
•Prime Minister* Margaret Thatcher,! 
V: “for the steadfast acts of the police of j 
rigour-country ; .in this affair o.f the j 
"' unjust, hostage taking at the Iranian 
ri embassy* in 'London, : vv‘ *1 

wri.A. midday^ commentary on official 
^.Tehran -radio dins is ted that the two 
/cases in voLvifig-; ; diplomatic hostages I 
A ; . were-: ,4 ae; : different as the - earth is I 
from the sky,”- and this- evening Ghot~j 
. bzadeh explained why on! television. • ! 

; ;-a -foreigner* came to Iran ‘and i >\ 

( took- over the American Embassy. and-X-J 
: asked for the separation of California ;J 
r from the United States that would. not . 

/ be acceptable/'* he said, That- wad his/ .' 

way of., explaining why Iran ruled outl- 
. the London terrorists' demands coh-ri - 
/ earning the oil-producing provinceVof L * 
Khuzestan, * which has .a large f ArabJ 
: minority. 'ri' 

/Stressing the “Irrelevant 'compari-- 
son’-; between the two cases, the radio- ; 
commentary reiterated the now famil- * 
iar* theme, that • the seizure of the" 
American Embassy here represented; * 
“the will* of the oppressed nation- ; 

, against U.S. domination", and “dera- ■ 

. onstrated the ugly reality that hides* 

/ behind the curtain- of diplomatic im- : 
i munity/’ .riy ..ri/ r ~. 

• /The- Iranian government's, and -the-/ 
London hostages' acceptance of their v 

• possible martyrdom ; /— a constant*.! 

! theme in Shiite Idam, which is the 

- state religion of Iran/— V./was finally/) 


able to overcome* darkness* and ruin,” 1 
the radio commentary added. ' ! 

It insisted that /unlike the casa* of I 
the American hostages accused of spy- j 
In g here, the London diplomats--, had 'j 
“no other duties. but to represent their j 
country”" and “were taken hostage by i 
a group of hired and deceived.rierror- 
ists^in the pay of Iraq, /.'' .'.Sri'/*' 
The- - official/: comment- ^differed 
sharply from the anti-British attacks 
in Islamic- Republic,, the organ, of. the- 
right-wing ..clerical: : Islamic Republi- 
can- r P arty. y v?. < - a , :f. , 

1 v Setting the tone was its front-p age 
i headline; T ~''wnich'- v ran a banner 
streamer charging the Central inteUfc - 
~g~ence~ Agency and British intelligence 
mercenaries' 7 were rssponsiolfrfor 
blowing T up the Iranian Embassy i n. 
London! " ' * : --v . !' / ' 

■■ ■ — ' *-»**»• . . jf. f - 

British Embassy, whose chan* 
cer* was sacked and burned in No- j 
/CejjJjer 1978, has also been under 
Hwsat: lately , from- the Marxist Fe- 

:3*s£n guerrilla group..,, ; 

/■riSJnetheiess,' embassy- sources- said 
th^stwo dozen: Iranians called at the 
ehi'Sassy to- express thanks for' the 
;eijgng of the London siege, while an 
number- telephoned; , ^ 
[President: Carter praised the Brit- 
ish government for what he called* its 
responsible' handling of. tie> hostage. 
Urisi3 and- its 1 'regard for ' human de- 
cency and international law, which he 
^aid contrasted with: the- * ‘terrorist'* 
;^ck on the U.S. embassy* in- Tehran 
3&vr*.4.J ; L .r -/ 

.-•ileanwhile, a new-' wave of ' execu- 
f2gjsr was announced by the revolu- 
tionary courts, bring! ng to - about' 300 
tB&pumber- of Iranians killed in this 
fashion ; since* the revolution;/. tri- 
umpkedyii February >379. ^ ^ 

The? latest to be shot: were seven 
men who* were* accused 1 of plundering 
-property, "aiding Israel, and maltreat- 
tngriDf“opponents -of' the j now : deposed * 
shah Mohammad Re 2 a PahlavL 
•, Judging, by the /description of the 
charges,*. many appeared, to be mem- 
bers of the- Bahai faith, a breakaway 
sect, that Shiite- ” Moslems- consider 
apostate. V;> . 


Another Bahai, Farrokhrou- Pars a, | 
the former minister of. education from 
. 1968 to 1974, became the* first prom- 
inent woman- politician sentenced to 
death by a revolutionary court The 
only woman known to have been. ex-,, 
yecuted by the^ revolutionary court so r 
far were prostitutes or brothel-keepers.,-. 

The official.- Pars- news agency an - 
nounced toaay mat Revolutionary 
: Guards in Tehran had arrests a an un- 
identif led American! woman wno had " 
confessed she- was-; a. CL4 agent l 

Iranian media today revealed the 
assassination in. the holy' city of Qom 
of Hojatoleslam Morteza Mahmoudi,, 
chief assistant ’ of Ayatollah Khazem 
Shariatmadari. Sharlatmadari*. is the 
• leader after Ayatollah Ruhollah- Kho- 
meini and has often opposed his poli- 
cies. w-'-.. ,. . • •" 
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V ; ^BOD^^ 

iiii Ixan , rescue' bid were- Oo wu home^gS 
5; ^The^remai ns.; w we.re; :s e n t, fromvTeh rai: tc* 
• Zunch. andi placed- on: a: plane ; v bound for Do- 
"ver^Del'^KForc^BaseiirJhe^ransferup^ 
pearedi to/ be^GvviciOF^LiOrilrujiiuLrL President. 
Bani-Sadr^agiunsr-'hardiiners^Iir/Tehraju, 
newspaperfe.creported%Uiat^;an^'?Xmertcair 
wo m an- ^ was?' a rre s t : ed£as? ; : a ir_ ; alleged*. CIA 
agei 


Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 



Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 


'ARTICLE APPEARED 
ON PACE — - 


PHILADELPHIA I3SQUIRER 
7 MAY 1980 



/.'.seen near-the scene of a bombing — /- 
Iranian authorities arrested an ^ but were released within days. / ; 
/American woman, who they charged^^ A y alolla ^-^ u ^ ollati Khomeini 
was an alleged C2A agent, newspa-i'i— aims that the bombings and other 
pen in Tehran-, ^ported yesterday^anti-government: violence, are-- the, ' 
and.- three other 5 foreigners and six#' result of *VS«.p»ot against. lus-gov-,.-, 
Iranians were arrested in oonnection;:4®FEF ,ei J?- , '. , 

with a recent, wave of bombings American hostages and 

Tehran- - >■ ,^three U.S: diplomats m custody at the 

The Muslim: militants holding thJSTranjan Foreign Ministry -are now 
U.S. Embassy. ‘meanwhile, said they “ l £ eir 1 ?. 6th da - v ^ capuvity^n 
had com Dieted the scattering- of miluants.said they had-senta — 

U.S. hostages to a dozen provincial'' ' r,nal 3 rou P of hostages to the city of 


cities in Iran.. *■ ’ . 

The Americaaywomaa in the? re-, 
ported espionage case was not identi- 
fied* nor were die. nine other persons 
who were said to have been arrested. 
•The Tehran newspaper Kayhan 
reported that the woman was arrest- 
ed Monday night . 1 and- it said that" 
Iran’s Revolutionary Guard, which; 
apparently carried.out the arrest,...: 
contended that it had documents to/ 
prove that she had worked for the- 
CIA. ' .■• 

' The Iranian Foreign Mirustry^re- 
portedly asked that she be turned 
over to its custody. 

In Washington, a State Department.' 
spokesman said, he was unaware of 
the report and could not comment 
immediately. 


Kerman,: 550 miles southeast of Teh- 
ran. They said. they were dispersing. ', 
their captives in order to thwart any 
new ui. attempt to rescue, them. 
According to the militants, small 
batches of Americans have now been 
sent to 11 Iranian, cities — Tabriz, 
Shiraz, Mahallat, Mashhad, Jahrom, 
Isfahan, Najafabad, Arak, Qom, Yazd 
and Kerman — and some remain at 
. the Tehran embassy. 

; r The conservative Muslim Tehran.., 
newspaper Donya.Iran said the hos- 
tages had been 1 , informed of r the-'-, 
American rescue attempt and of the 
militants* renewed threat" ■ to kill [. 
them if the United States attempted £ 
any further military action against’ 
.Iran. It said that word of the two 


■ developments frightened and upset ;l 
in ”he'""pasv tbe* militants who* |some homages, but that others, were j 
seized the-- US. Embassy last Novr-" 4 .y#. inaifferenL »“• 
have claimed , to have found docu- ? :^ : I n another development yesterday; 
ments in the compound that linked!^ Los Angeles Times reported that 
various Iranians,'. U.S~ diplomats oc^-^onner Secretary of State - Cyrus: R. 
others to U1S: intelligence activity inS- ;• Vance contradicted President Car- 
Iran- - /,..- •• J *K /r -^-^^cter*s. assessment, of. the risks facing 

\The^ Tehran- newspaper.'.. Etteiaa%/ the raidersln the rescue mission. 
said that three foreigners'claiming i r./ >Governme . at ~ of ^ ciaJs ^ Vance 
to be journalists and six Iranians- '-privately disagreed with Carter’s- 
were arrested in* connection with' a ^claim that the freeing, of the U.S, 
series of bombings in Tehran, in res ' -postages would have been the easiest 
cent days that/have Jailed at 
three persons- .^* ' 

; The Revolutionary Guard in Teh*; yance quietly wrote a letter of res- 
ran said ir could provide no informa- rjgnation April 21' three days before 
tion about the three foreigners. : ' -the raid, and later said he could not 

v A total of seven West German jour- support Carter's decision. He has not 
nalists were detained in two groups, publicly outlined his specific objec- 
last week — one group because it was '-tions.— , - >.-*v ............ 


m in uuvc utrtm uic cdolcoL 

at .least part of the operation,, the Times re-- 

•/*.■= 1 /.-. ■ ported/;;-/. > ■ . i •> «• - • tirij 


Unidentified ' sources ? told . the ^ 
Times that Vance felt that? freeing. \ 
the hostages at* the U.S/ Embassy' in: 
/Tehran would have. been at least as- 
difficult as the..other stages, of; the;. 

■ rescue mission/ and possibly even 
more difficult..,; T ;.Y 

But an unidentified White House- 
official said Vance did not voice that 
disagreement, during a. secret- brief- 
ing on April 16/ when mission com- 
manders, -including- ■ Army Col. 

. Charles Beckwith, met with, the Pres- 
ident and top National Security Coun- 
cil officials.. 1 5 ts 

The- President told reporters last 
week that “no. one disagrees* with 
the “general consensus'’ thar freeing 
the captive Americans would have 
been the easiest part of the opera- 
tion. . . - ■-';//*”*; -sr .... 

; Also* yesterday: . " •. ’ 

♦ Tehran Radio reported that a-flr- ! 
ing squad executed seven men in 
Tehran’s Evin Prison after they had 
been convicted of corruption and 
murder. / : P A, ' . r - 

y • In the central Iranian holy city of. 
^Qo m,. a se n ior ajd_e__to -Ayatollah 
Sayyed Kazem Shartat-Madari was" 
assassinated by, three gunmen*, who j 
were then apprehended by police,.' 
the^ state radio said Shariat-Madarv 
.whose popularity- in : muck of Iran 
'rivals- Khomeini’s, >‘was symbolic 
leader of anti-Khomeini agitation^ - 

♦ Battles- between government 
forces and Kurdish rebels continued 
in,. the. Kurdish center of Sanandaj, 
arid rebel- forces shot down two gov- 
eminent--’ helicopters*’- the" Iranian 
news agency Pars reported. The army- 
reported 72 soldiers killed during the 
last two weeks- in Kurdistan,, where 
the rebels are fighting for autonomy 
from the Khomeini regime.-/;.-/-. : ;-. 

■ '♦The. Tehran' Radio said “armed 
men supported by the, Iraqi puppet, 
government” attacked, a guard post 
on the Iran-Iraq. border at Naft Shahr. 1 
Three attackers were killed, it. said. ! 
Tensions, between Iran and -.Iraqi 
flared-; into'-; horder, hostilities./ last 
mon 
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Tehran CUPI)— Thousands of chanting wards found “documents- proving that 
Iranian women- demonstrated- their sup-/- the. woman worked for the CIA. and that 
port yesterday forMoslem militants hold- , later she had confessed, to being; a CIA 
. ing^Americarr hostages- andean- uniden-7* agent;.;. • *. rT'S— 
tuiect-American' wo man^was reported ar-^7" “Moslem students; we’re behind youl** 
rested^ charges ol being a GIA. agents 5 shouted the - demonstrators as they 
V The Kayhan newspaper reported the-* marked Iranian Women’s Day: - - ^ ‘ 

American: woman-, was- arrested Monday./^ Meanwhile,, the militants who- have 
night and:- taken- to/ an office-vofcs thee* hei dr the Uni ted States Embassy since last 
. Revolutionary Committee, where she was-' Nov. 4 said that they, had completed* the 
“immediately * interrogated-T’Itr said^*she 7 scattering or their* 50 hostages^ toj-ll 
wasyta v bev turned over to the Foreigni-provincialcitiesin lran^: 

; Ministry bu t* that the transfer had- not- W ’ - The militants* said they had sent a final' 
taken place. The reportsaidrevolutionary y group of hostages to the city- of Xerman, 
^ - r . 55G miles southeast of Tehrarc.iThey^said:' 

small batches of "'Americans? have now- 
been sent to - Tabriz Shira^y Mahallat,, 
Mashhad,. Jahronv’ Isfahan; • Najafabad, 
Arak, Qom, Yard' and Kerman, and some- 


remain at the Tehran embassy: 

Three other American hostages have 
been held at the Iranian Foreign Ministry. : 

Elsewhere^ an Islamic "revolutionary 
: court sentenced to death the shah’s first 
"woman minister, Farrokhru- Parsa, on 
;; charges of corruption. . . ; . 

1 - Parsa served as minister of education 
in the cabinet of the shah’s premier; Amir 
Abbas Hoveyda, who was executed last 
year* after ^ z summary trial.'- She- was 
arrested several' months ago while hiding 
in a house in central Tehran.. - \ ^ - 
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MosiHostagPI 
NowAre Near ill 

SovietBo^efffg 

... 

T “ Ts^eoaito T^e Wasijingtoa ? 

TEHRAN,; Iran-— .Tlie^miiitaiits-f] 


holding. ^Americans Postage; saidr 
last night tharthe process of scatter^ 
: ing the captives all/over Iran- hadi 
;• been, completed - and: itiwas^con-J 
firmed that a majority of them are- in. 

**. cities, within ,60 miles of the: Soviet:, 
border. 

. ■ Theinilitants have transferred^ 
most of. their hostages to-the cities-of-* 

; Tabriz, 60 miles from . the- Soviet 
Union, and Mashad, .40- miles from!: 


the :& 

In-Tabriz,, the . hostages are being: 1 : 
kept in the former U-S.^oansulate.- A 
The location of the other detention ./ 

: centers is not known, ' 

The other cities to which hostages^ 
were taken were Qo m Arak,. Maila-^ 
har, Shiraz^* Jahrom, Isfahan^ Najafa- 1 
bad and Yazd, as well as Tehran. - • - " 


Meanwhile this morning, -Iranian ~ 


government departmentsTseemed. .1 
engaged in a aeu&erate cover-up o i 
" the arrest Monday mghr of an 
. American" woman on the charge of . 
oemg a ua spy . ^ • ,/ =>■ 

~ me Ministry, of Foreign* 'Affairs; ! 
the Islamic Guard Command^the. 
Islamic prosecutor’s office 'and? theV. 
Ministry of National Guidance-con--’ 
r veyed the impression that someone;; 
had indeed been arrested,, hut no-;: 
one would confirm the report." y**- A 
The case came ‘to light: yesterday^ 
in a story leaked to the mass circular 
tion- daily' Kayhan. Th i* paper^with-A 
out identifying; its. spurce^shid? 
Islamic-Guards. had found; .iofthedl 
woman's^ possession' documents^- 
proving her to be an American sp y.., ~ 3 
The paper also said that the "sqv tS 
had been* turned over to- the- Min is- ^ 

A senior- diplomat saidv r “The -g 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs has n& ' v ± 
informa non whatsoever about th e-v' 


;?S/ni^’Ministrytof: National: GuidA 
ance,' which' deals with, foreign. re---. 
; porters* denied.any knowledge. ‘T: 
have read, the news story like yoii«» 
Speculative- accounts.say she is a- re-*- 
porter. But we have‘ho record of anyl 
' woman reporter's arrest,’" said AboI- v 
qassem Sadegh-,. director of foreign^: 
press at the ministryA£y "V 'aa ^ 
An insider in the clerical estab- v ‘ 
: lishment said that since the aborted - 
U.S.rescue mission,, the government 
has grown more suspicious of for- > 

: eign journalists:*. : •- * - f V * . 

. Last weeklslamicGuards-arresteff^ 
: seven German; journalists. The^ 
: were charged: with espionage and— 

. participation in bombings in Teh- 
‘ ran. After two days they were set r 
free and allowed; to- return to We sr ' 
Germany.. \ “.Ay “ v ;W*?yv7 
The clerical source said: “ Journal s 
: i sts have a~ perfect excuse to go 
everywnere~and poke "into any bus t--* 
ness. We don’t say they are al l spie s. ■ : 
But no o ne can deny the temptatio n 
of the CIA to recruit them eith er.” 

• He then qlioted director 
Stansfield Turner’s recent commen t- 
that he had approved the recru it-:, ■ 
- meat of journalists on three occa - _ 
' signs. ^ -y- yd *-*»£:• ? ■ y . ^ 

The^government’s nervousness^ 
(abour spies-has increased as evi4 *: 
“deuce has been found supportingjj 
the idea that the UnitedStates had ao 
-“fifth column*’ in Iran for the rescue - 
* miSSlOIL . 
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'Iranians Split 



. By Raji Samghabadi , 

to The Washington Star: * ' " ^ 

^TEHRAN; Iran"— Ira n v s civirau~* : 

thorities-and clerical establishment. 
r^split. today, as they, have in almost- 
/•every: key foreign, policy, issue, over-: 
Titheithe* daring commando raid thats 
-ended / the rsix-dayxsiege of*: its- 
/ embassy in London. • / 
President Abolhassan Ban K&dr 
-'and Foreign Minister Sad egh Ghotb- 
zadeh -thanked the British govern* 

. meat today and commended anti-ter- 
rorist troops for.their spectacular 

• v BjUjthe_ militant clergy s tressed ‘ 
jh ejpeh et that the CIa and Hriri<H- 
^intelligence Had. been behind rh^" 
sieger- , -/ : -~r— — “Trrrr-r — 

r ~~JomHuri Eslami^the organ of the 
dominant Islamic Republic Party 
the: main organization of the ortho^ 
aox Shiite clergy accused the two 
Western' intelligence agencies of 
complicity in a banner headline on 
its front page today.--.,.; . , : ■ -lv-7 

V The headline- — "Iranian Embassy- 1 
Blown Up in London” — was accom- 
panied by a smaller headline that/ 

: said the mission building Was blown 
■; U P by Tlhe mercenary of the CIA : 
._and British Inte lligence Service” 
aiter they /‘despaired ol all hope for 
Iranian surrender.” **v£-Y.: . .-i : • 

;«’T^^ :news P a Per.;aiso‘pVinted the 

• British pEmbassy^s./ denial,' of ' the . 

■ paper’s earlier /sctLarge that Scotland 
.. Ya r dr/a nd-.the- British g o v emmen t 
wereTCOoperatin^witb: terrorists 

, holdmg^hostages inside the Iranian 

• Embas “ ' ^ ■ 


The text of the denial, in*. which- Prime Minister! 
Margaret Thatcher stated her opposition to terror-' 
ism and support for the concept of diplomatic im-’ 
Enmity* was expressed in a personal message to 1 
PresidentBani-Sadr. * - . k . 

. The newspaper added to the denial the follow/ 
mg commentary in bold typer iv : j 

Evidence and indications related to the role of; 
the Bndsh police in planning- the- armed-occupa-* 
non of the- Iranian Embassy.-are so adequate and 
clear that England is incapable of denyin& : the 

charge in;its entirety^* 

Otherrpapers treated thei.stbry'factuaily. and- 
even contained commendations-or the British- 
anti-terforisr squad: "Six days of suspense and fear 
end in Tehran and London.’-'sard the mass circula- 
tion afternoon daily Kayhan$%$«&.*V,/ 

• In an interview with the newspaper. anTranian 
diplomat/irL London said ’Abbas Lavasani.ian 
embassypressofficial'member who was killed by 
the terrorists, -"always looked : fqnvard to becom, 
mg a martyr of Islam." Beside this story on the last- 
page: was another,: devoted tcrtbe history of the 
elite anti-terrorist force of: the- British armed, 
forces. •. v • -v . . • >. v 

“The SASTs the only force- chosen for appall- - 
- ingly dangerous- operations. It was. the same, 
group that wrested the embassy from the terror- 
ists yesterday”" . • ... — : 

.The paper praised the elite 'force as the only 
men who. dare attack under conditions which- 
make defeat a catastrophe.” . //; , v *. ■ . 

.7 The Tehran Times, the only English-language 
daily, he re, .was straightforWard/and nonudeologt-' 
caliirits reportM'Siege Over” said its front-page' 
headline, and a smaller headline read: 

. Six;day /Iranian Embassy siege ends in blood 
bom b explosi ons and fl a mes.” -:■*/ • • ■ V/ i 
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Hostage in Iran specifies ‘spying’ 

‘ ^ Tehran, Iran 

A statement by an American hostage detailing alleged US spy cper- 
:•* in Iran, India, and Pakistan was broadcast three weeks ago on 
Iranian television; an undubbed tape was made available to Reuters by 
. * his captors just this week. , 

S/SgU Joseph Subic Jr., who described himself as a Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency assistant in the defense attache’s office at the US Em- 
bassy, said in the broadcast that a C-1 2 plane fitted with a concealed 

; camera was kept by the United States at Tehran’s Mehrabad Interna- : 
tional Airport until April of last year. " ' : ■ ; - : 

Sergeant Subic said knowledge of the espionage operation was con- 
fined to the ambassador, the defense attache’s office, and Centra! Intelli- ;f 
geoce Agency officials. He also outlined what he claimed were the 
workings of an inteiligence«computer area beneath the US Embassy’s 
supply warehouse. , ki . -v. ; ; 

f The sergeant expressed dissatisfaction with the way President Carter 1 
_ ha<j the hostage crisis and said he had come to learn about - ... 

crimes committed by the former Shah. He alleged that the Shah’s gov- 
ernment had been controlled by the US government. 
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■ Comment on theXI.S. 


:•> : .*,r ' . ♦i.y. * ;/*•/*.■- rm?:- I 

?' The covert action operations o! the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency (CIA), like the 
armed forces of the Pentagon, are subject 
to the commands of the President. History 
shows some mistakes in presidential direc- 
tion, of both, the. armed forces as, well* as 
:CIA covert operations; President Johnson’s 
direction of the- Vietnam war was . a disas- 
ter. In the..mid-70s some abuses and ex- 
: cesses in CIA operations were discovered. 
But*: in ; the 7,093-page record' oikcorigres-, 
siona^ investigations of . , intelligence 1 .;, agen- 
cies, it is clear, that each questionable .ac-; 
: tion was- responsive, to White House, direc- 
: tton, 

’ Imperfect presidential direction of our 
armed forces is often ’.criticized in 'the me- 
dia, but. is not seen as a reason to abolish 
or severely limit military: strength.;/ Yet, 
CIA “misdeeds/;, distorted and exacer- 
bated by the media's ravenous appetite for 
sensational news; has led to spasms of'Te- 
.morse and moralistic overreaction.- .We uiri- 
. laterally simply declared > an end to> the 
^Cold War. Responding to cries for reform 
from civil rights groups, the President and 
Congress destroyed most of - CIA , capacity 
for covert action. The result is : that toaa* 
-we- have little choice between military ac- 
tion or accepting' terrorists’ actions against 
our diplomats and businessmen. ~^ v ' v 
Without alt the facts no one should criti- 
cize the President for the rescue attempt in 
Iran; This was not a CIA covert operation, 
requiring advance briefing of eight con- 
cessional committees* Y et, ; the. unstable 
situation in Iran* with several- competing 
1 groups* would be, fertile ground for covert 
operations, if only some assets and opera- 
tional capacity were available. Covert 
guidance api support of friendly indige- 
nous factions could help achieve our objec- 
tives in Iran* and other countries/ Whether 
suchr groups exist and are available - can be 
/determined; only* by having^ some inf ras* 

: tructure ' and .clandestine assets in place] 
The investigations by Senator Church and 
the influence. bf Vice ; President Mondale 
have assured / that such:/capabilitiesi are 
/ limited or non-existent/v*";/^^:;/ ^:^^ 
'.Perhaps' the'fAdmii^^tf6ir'^l3''‘nb^ 
/tolerate some covert/action to Jnfluence 
events in Iran* and Afghanistan.' in* ways 
less likely to escalate into; nudear 'wari 
But* a viable covert action capability can- 
not be rebuilt/ iri ? afew months:; It "would 
help to remove' legislative restrictions and 1 
the Carter Executive Order of January 24; 
1978: Also, acceptance by the Congress and 
•the American media' that an effective intel^ 


ligence service cannot operate* from^Ma^ 
cy’s window is essential;^^^^^^^ 
" W«NDra?B£fc£rari^ 
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5 May 1980 




' - * ' ‘ Reuter .... 

BONBON,. May- 4 — Gunmen holding the Iranian^ 
Embassy here today released another hostage as the a 
B atisli government, wound its way through a dipli- 
m^tlc maze. in a slow, but deliberate effort to end 
thgfiv.frdayitakepvec^ . * ' - ; 

^-Gunmen , fioldirig; the e mb assy a r el eased-' Mus taf a ri 
Kl^outi^35,*5thev;London correspondent ;ifor>J the.. 
Lebanese newspaper, • As Safir.i' Karkouti emerged 
instead^ fro ni • the. building and had to; beVhelped 
aljfng the 'Street-b.y • two’ policemen. Twa other. ■host-. 1 
ages were released-yesterday. ^^^^^vV^v-^^c;^./ 

; -A- ForeignflSBnlstry ' spokesmdhr said-* the Tforda^ 
ni3S, Kuwaiti, and Syrian envoys had been asked, for 
hefpt in resolving the embassy* siege, where- up to ; 
five. Arab gunmen from the Iranian province Of [i 
KJEizest'an.are still holding about 17 hostages. 4 * 
^feanwhUev.in 'Tehran,. Foreign Minster Sa’degh 
Ghetbzadeh said that, if necessary; •• tens-, of . thou- 
sands of Iranians would march on the London, em-’ 
bwsy to. free.- the hostages. . ' - ■ 

: -Ghoibzadeh said the Iranian people; knew the hos- 
tages were- ready for mavtyrdonv and did not want 
thnir government to give in to ‘ the gunmen’s: de- 
mands. for the release of 91 prisoners held in oil-rich. 
KCuzestan^-. ■ . ■ • ; • 

^Yod* must be. certain that we- will-never neglect 
any: actions for-your freedom^” .Ghotbzadeh said, ! 
“And if it will be, necessary, and you wish it r tens- 
of-thousand of Iranians are ready to> ; enter the- em- 
bassy, without weapons and shouting' ‘Allah iAkbarV 
[Qp'd i^TGreat] and [punish! these, criminal mercenar* 
iee*'oLthe,Iraqi Baath regimeJ*.^.;^:; : ^ .. 

y 3jh another development -ih: Tehran, four- members. 
oCi well-known Iranian . Jewish family. went on- trial 
todayjjefore an Islamic*revolutionary court charged 
\vl2i cprTuption, monetary; offenses' and espionage, 
thgf official .Pars news, agency ; 'reported. . yy^Jy > - 
= ' •TzaakrAbrahamu David and Baruch Boruchim face . 
tlva-cteath- sentence- if-found^guilty-ob-the offenses,* r 
wffijeh,; include embezzle men toi public funds . in- 
bSding a chain of hotels? and ‘Icreating^ an. espio- 
nage cetiteF for Amencan ana tisraem agents ; and;: 
their servants." - > 

/-Evidence against them. included statements by, bo- r 1 
taCemploye.that they ’ hosted ‘‘continual meetings of ;| 
tfr£lranian Jewish Society An the hotels and organ* | 
iagd meetings of 
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\ 'has bee n- sugg ested • In Washington^. 

.'.a nd CIA, op era-ft 
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By. Alexander Cockbura 2c 

: James Ridgeway. *77 ' y.y; 


\ 

mi 


a'N-~ •* “ .'.-vT’-'V 

' r C Amidst the 'first intimations "of 'direct" 
'conflict --between- Iran-' andAthe United 
States' the stage could ‘ be' set fori a- final, 
violentvresolution ot the crisisfisharp mill - 7 
! -tary- 7- strikes'; culminating yin. straight 1 ] 
forward assault. on the' regime in Iran,, to;.) 
which' - assault; rescue -' ofrith'e : bcstgages -;j 
would take a very distan^if. nonexistent;V:| 
"second placeivAvv - \ x 

>*7 In" this situationgthe 'response of : the- 
Russians - and - U.S.' reaction ;‘to r their- re- 
sponse; i^wi 11 be all-LmportantT- With-’the^ 
departure of Cyrus Van ce; there is now no- 
prudent' voice in Carter’s crisis* meetings.' 
The situation could not'he^more danger^ § 
ousb.-The' world ’picture vi3' very different '-I 
from 1 1 9 53 , : w h e n t h e U.S .'''disposed of an jj 
Iraxnan: government, without undu eWorld" (■ 
com mb ti on .’A ’/ ;*i •& ] 

the wake of last week’s, abortlvexaid; si 
the U.S. has. a' number of options .'The first 
course, : consisten tly rej ec ted^byj Carte rjr 
but: most likely. to bring'the*. release* of.the^ 
hostages, would be to raake!some.form'of- 
apology for-past sins and lower the heat. In 
other words,* -treat the hostages like the. 
Pueblo crewmen.. This is very unlikely.v'f- 
The second course would'. be. to : let the 
political situation in Iran unravel further,-; 
against a backdrop of escalating: tension 
and confrontation, in. which 3uch events as j 
the aircraft encounter of Monday’. nighty 
would become increasingly 'dangerous.; 

; There* may however be, a more appeal- J 
ing course for Carter; to move-' toward a 
straightforward crushing of the revolution: 
and reconstitution of American influence, 
■as in 1953- The most drastic mode here, 
-would-be to bomb “the oil fields, thereby. 

’ draining the. financial lifeblood~of the fe-^ 
.gi me, hastening ifca collapse-,, with, a, rapid* 
thrusting to power of local surrogates from' 
the middle class, and army officer corps;; 

; X Slightly less drastic, though with.simi-7 
laxly .tempting electoral appeal, would be: 
the mining of Iranian harbors, a strategy L 
more complex than might at first appear.;; 
Some of the mines would almost certainly 
end up in Iraqi harbors, and others would 
probably destroy non-Iranian* shipping— 
Saudi or, “-indeed, U.S.' property under the jj 
Liberian, flag. ;.g ] 


oy some-sup-^, 

■ who have- quite^aL: 

►* ~ : different view- ; of.ywhat ‘ transp ired,'^ one !; 

VW* '■ tf : - which involves .'. suspicions -of a- possible --; 

coup 'attempt by leading clergy and- gov- ri 
JliSL eminent officials, which must be set in the | 

-overall context of Iranian -politics since the . 
overthrow of. the ShahJ 

The Buried Past 

most remarkable aspect of the Ti- 
nian revolution has: been that the- 'secrets 
of * a quarter-century*;*- of tyranny 7. have- 
remained hiddeafrAmid * the: . unceasing ’ 
hubbub of anti- American rhetoric, leaders .] 
of - the . revolution.- have preserved.- re- j 
markable discretion : in disclosing thevde-fj 
tails of dealings among *the Shah, foreign m 
corporations,- politicians, journalists, land.'] 

government officials; - 
7;;It-' is* true.' that jsome data has been ‘ 
released or made available- at the Central.; 
Bank in Teheran;" Similar access tovtheT 
archives of suclr. important rninistriesfas 1 
Foreign * Defense,"'* and Interior, has'^not . 
been provided/ .**’. ■ 

Moreover, underjth'e - i mperidua'riibnc!; 
of "swift and sure- jus tice, ; - hundreds- ofim-7. 
portaht officials vfrbm-'dhe* Shah’s:* reign ■: 
were executed before they could reveal the* ^ 
’true extent of, bis;^>olitical and fm&ndaL;;] 
'dealings: : ■*' *' ’ ; :\-^*T2: 


-Two week3 ; ago, in'. Teheran; when.ciose Vi 
associates of President.Bani-Sadr met^to* 
plan strategy, it was agreed by all present;: 
that the worst- fate that could* befall himi 
would- be. for the -Ul. SI', to -launch; 
and bring to -a successful conclusion, an; 

Entebbe-style raid y ..rescuing the hostages; 
in the U. S. Embassy. -Were that to -hapA 
pen, they speculated, then the right-wing: 

Muslim clerics would seize the occasion to 
charge Bani-Sadr with responsibility for 
permitting such an outrage. Ke would be ; 
hounded-from office, and the clerics-’ hold: 
on powerwould.be confirmed. 

'Withhs days, the team *of American, 
commandos landed and came to grief near 
Tabas; Eight men lay dead, and plans, - 
maps, money— and * the'" corpses— were 

abandoned amid the: wreckage. Had the:! .-71FA few ex staples: Shortly after the Shah *i 
mission gone forward as planned, at least;, fjg^ to Cairo pand Iran’s • embassyrin-.-j 
six “Sea Stallion” helicopters, carrying 'Washington was taken over by the. revol u-7‘j 
some 90 men, would nave proceeded across. ■ rtion&ries, re porters- -began to clainorTfor j 


the desert to a second rendezvous in the 
mountains 100 miles east of Teheran. AT-. 


public disclosure* crpurportealy damning i 
documents concerning, payoffs and bribes. 


ter hiding overnight, the force would have : j;Acting ambassador to -the U.S. Rouhani 
boarded vehicles already at the mountain! j claimed * he had-, sent the files back , to 
camp, rningied with the trafnc into ■'Teheran. In Teheran, Rouhani’s father,- 
Teheran, and made its way to yet another v Ebrahim Yazdi — a close associate of Kho- 
rendezvous in a warehouse. The following* i ; meini — insisted^the files had been lost. .. 
•night the assault on the compound al- j ;;sl. Last summer, a visitor to the Ministry 
! l^opdiv* would have occurred, and tbe 4 nf \ T otinnfll in' TpKiirflP. Vinn.' 


\ legediy-* would have occurred, and the 
’ hbsteges^'rescus^.rwith- the helicopters 
picking up the survivors from either ' the 
embassy or "a^ports- stadium ■ nearby; ; ^A 
last rendezvous with the C-130 was to have 
taken place in western Iran for final flight:-. 
jironTthe^ ’ -^5 

> But^the 'central' mystery remaim.' Who 


comprised the fif th, column in Teheran — d 
the crucial ingredient without which ^the 


entire enterprise "'appears- far beyond .the 
frontiers of sober judgment? It was, after j 
alh-. the - fifth- column’s responsibility ' to- 
prepare.. the mountain ihideout, .provide 
. tranBpor^ionI''arrange;for the movement 

lofvthe troops; ^shelter them in Teheran^-?| 

■ take them to the embassy gates, and final-;] ^ oetn . a recurring -feature. of .revolutionary 

a'*^ oMll If 7 *V~' * 


of National. Guidance in; Teheran* hap- 
pened to spot on the cluttered desk of a 
secretary, to Minister -Mina ja several let- 
ters discussing payoffs from the Shah’s 
government to American journalists.' The 
secretary .was preparing to throw - these 
letters in the wastebasket. The visitor 
promptly- asked- if he might take them. 
After much discussion, Minaii became in- 
volved. He promised to copy the letters 
and deliver them to the visitor. They never 
arrived. : *~ * 

yy Such withholding of information that 
would presumably buttress assaults on the 
previous regime and expose the Shah’s 
accomplices, agents, and beneficiaries has 


•ly' help them: in therassault and ensuing.;* ]j an _ 
escape. ;.v a .,\ 1- 


cojrTDmsB 
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Within a month of the seizure of power, 
the Sate Ayatollah Taleghani, a key mem- 
ber . of the Revolutionary' Council, in- 
formed 'another ‘visitor that the Council 
had reached a consensus: .the revolution 
would soon mount a Third World 
equivalent of the Nursmburg Tribunals 
which- would bring all culpable* parties 
troca the Shah’s years to trial. Material 
witnesses before such a . tribunal- would 
include the* leaders of the Shah's govern- 
ment,, among them: Prime Minister Hov- 
eida. . ';-■■ ■ . •*.•-. • f* 

But the- rising curtain dropoed abrupt- 
ly*. ■ f ; .*- ■: ./ V-/*^;- * 

A/ fierce.- propaganda campaign wa 3 
mounted for swift revolutionary justice,' 
lent fervor by the dissemination of atrocity 
photographs- of torture .-.-'victims. The 
Ayatoilah .Beaeshti pressed, forward with 
his revolutionary courts and in 3nort order 
dispatched 500 material, witnesses to the- 
bosom of. Allah. . * : - : 

The^mcst feeding implementation, of 
this policy concerned Prime Minister Hov- ; 
eida. Ha was. tried first. Four to five hours-! 
before- . Bani-Sadr was- -scheduled - to- in- 
terview him,. Hovetda was hauled away" by* 
the- revolutionary court and shot«>t':L< -. -' 
.The*: suppression of evidencs-andrapid 
extermination-. of witnesses. 3©oir provoked 
the-, questions: .Who-hsd-. so manifest an 
interestrin hiding the 'deeds anddataof the 
' ShaiiV-yearsv and why?Tii; any* post- re vbA 
I u tic nary* situation,; there is an' abundance* 
of * government- officials, .- army- comman- : 
ders,; intellectuals, and so- on; -with. much 
to hide/ In* this particular instance, suspi- 
cions.- werejcircuiated. about many alleged, 
revolutionaries,;,; and/ four; irf; particular:-; 
B e h es h tifhlmse lx,.. Sadegh Ghotzbzadegh • 
now- forefgaFmihisterr. M osta f a-.Tch amr an 
now 'defense: minister; and Yazdi 

Return: of tlie Past/5/^f^ 

Ail;* like many under, the Shah’s regime, : ; 
had - lived: abroad; B eh eshti/in: -W es t- Ger-- 
. many,;. the other three" in. the- U.S. '.Their. 

. pasts, appear murky, - except for one- factr 
‘they were. ail activists^' within- the Muslim 
Students*-. Association^aibody; now Hewed 
, with. considerable interestiani mistrast in. 
Teh eranV; since it received'ffiihding ' from 
American:-- Friends of- the/- Middle .* East, 


t rol^out- the- suspicion- remained that, the 
_jxa 3 t;> for- chose no cables- 'and:- others like 


identified- in- the 1960s as- a: conduit of the 
OlAr. a: director ofwmch-.was Kermit Roo- 


seveicrf" who •* organized;:. the>1953 coup 
agaicstrPremier Mosaadegh i. jTwo of the 
. leaders^Tchamranand -Yazdi,' 'reportedly 
left* thejMSA and becamedeaders in the- 
Iranian/ S tuden ts Associa tion A whi ch be-* 
cameifanti-Shah'; : ’iri : bAhe.. r eariy.' : 1960s. 
•Throughout, - the lines^between-the- CLA 


rem ained a sensiti ve too ic^jpotjm - 
m une to blackmail and kindred p ressures. 
Nonev/was-; an ti- American- except in the 
most rhetorical sense." ; ■ - * ; 

The Battle in Teheran.;-' • 

-Against this background,, consider the 
current* situation in Iran. Easily, the most 
..radical' in. the deeply- divided; leadership 
ia- President Bani-Sadr;eleated-; three 
-months ago by a 70 per cent, mar gin. Ban!-' 
Sadrfrdespite popular acclaim; ..has little 
real power. He has nohrganizational rcots 
and, .until* now, has not been, able to con** 
trolria : single* ministry Y although* he . dees 
ha v&v some - 3 way over.; the.; Central'. Bank 
and t hey minis try devoted, to- radio and TV; 

. Ar^ayed^ against the; president ’is* - ; th& 
Islamic/ Republican: Party,-; control] e<r- by 
conservative^- Muslim:: clerics ;;- led '-'by* 
Beheshci. The party Controls'iO of the 15" 
provinces, and dominates what was left of 
the 'Shah’s Pahievi foundation,, which; 
; gives it a financial base. It controls^ vast! 
j urban- renewal-type project called The ! 

1 Struggle for Reconstruction, which has a ! 
large budget. Folded into this project are 
many - of the Shah’s properties, * ‘vast 
amounts' of oil money, and other income- 
yielding,-ventures. The project dispenses 
;patronage* across the country. In addition, 
the IRP controls the Revolutionary Guards 
f — about IS, 000-strong— ill- trained but po- 
tent in Iran’s disorganized state.. The par- 
.ty. also controls the revolutionary commit- 
. tees, .which are now-' being merged, with 
local police forces/ ‘Its .leading members 
| control the key ministries! It is; in short, a 
-.government unto itself:,*!/; - . - ..- / 

■ .'-*;-.Tne odds against Bani-Sadr appear to 
* be. heavy in. tne present struggle for power I 
: being* waged under the* erratic overall su- ! 
pervision of Khomeini;, Bani-Sadr, has in j 
his favor the legitimacy of. having won the ■ 
popular vote and whatever- benefits may i 
accrue r from.- the rising; popular dislike-- of ! 
■the--- mullahcracy,:-; notably ^amongp.the ! 
middle- class,- the -largest* of any Third 
j/ Woridvcountry: In. the* midst: of .a dismte- 
' gra tin g:, economy,. . B anir Sadr has gathered 
arouri d/ him - in telli zentA advisers - with* a 


The battle lines axe clear and associates 
l : 3ani-Sadr now' see the situation- this 
'way i; not*.' only was- the. fifth - column con J 
ceivably inspired by one or another of' the 
leading - Muslim clerics — Beheshti -*or 
Tchamran are names mentioned — but. the 
release of the hostages was part of 
a ..process: designed ' to" overthrow Bani- 
Sadr. T • *77/ *• ; .;/* y ; : * ? ~ 7 - , •. -. ■ 

- Th e rairure ; of the mission has at least 
temporarily stalled' the*crisis, with' popular 
enthusiasm, for the- victory over the* great 
Satan’s- helicopters-^-attributing overall 
generalship- to Allah." an d ; his represent^ 
-ativep: Khom'einrf Bani-Sadr : • , will : at- 
tempt to gain controtof certain ministries; 
.Finance;- .-agriculture and- commerce-’ are 
men Konedu. He - will ' also-- try- to' reorganize 
s ec to re ° fl’t h e* : arm ed -.forcesv V which are 
nominally* , under his-cotitroL : Thus,:: His 
Pfgfengti- his*. way to- real 

t';;intThey omen 3 : are: not* seen*; as auspicious 
tromthiavstrategy; A: firmer, bur* alternate 
if course would have the^president step'de-i 


[ an tly^yb eyon d- the ” clergyman d ‘make; an : 
"alliance:; with fthe^Isiamic.- leftists * in-* the • 
:Mujadm- ‘groups which has* a pcliticahor- 1 
. ganizatlon.-The problem here is that Kho- ! 
-rnelni- regards Islamic leftists as agent 3 of) 
.oatan/and^BamTSadr may not feel he can ' 
'riskTanyy form of . rupture with the 12th 
century-; and-' it3 fanatical-.. representative 

the* next couple of weeks/ mat- 
: tars.;inay be clarified/ -Terrorism isoh^the 
in-Teheran; and the fear of a coup 
islwaxing" in- the Bani-Sadr camp;;' v T//r 
-\p.What; the unsuccessful' raid may* pres- 
* age-prat^. whatever risktin confronting .the 
Russ Ians — - is. the- more* determined prose/ 
cution*. not -merely* of^ ^ 'attempts fo release 
tne 'bostagesbut restoration of American 
economic- and- political interests in- Iran; 
•Full"circle back to-the fall of Mossadegh; g : 



and^-it3/-;'diiierent -.'siblin?3--. : 'aLrer*.- blurred ^ j 
S carcely * ; stud en t ~ gro up r dld : ' n 0 tr ‘ h a v 


soma kiha of connection, with* the - CIA: No t 
; ever/one-: feltiimpefietilta/chnciude tha t 
. membership- in~t he NfoA' meant CIA con- 


regardingyiKe- hostages^has 
[madeHnore and more; sense with the pass- 
; ingi: months:/.; while y the* '.taking .: of the 
-hostages may- originally* have been a radi- 
cal? act, ..the. -reaction-: generally has been 
:bad;for Iran and beneficial to-it3 enemies; 
Bani-Sadr - men tions/the-' rise of Reagan, 
'theyincrease In-UlS;: defense spending, and 
•fhe.-reirivigo ra ti on of Imp erialisticseLf-con- 
-fidence*. r and sense- ’c£T, virtue.-. *' ../ ■ r - _ 
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Largely overlooked in post-mortems f 
over the aborted attempt to rescue 
American hostages in Teheran, ac- i 
cording to U.S. intelligence officials: ‘ 
Had the effort succeeded, Iran’s rul- i 
ers would almost certainly have react- J 
ed by rounding up some of the more 
than 100 Americans still left in that 
country and holding them hostage. 

* * * * 


From Western Intelligence sources: 
The Kremlin is so concerned about : 
growing instability in Cuba that it 
should not surprise anyone if Russian 

military forces on the island are in- 
creased to prop up Fidel Castro. 
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Critics ask the Pentagon : Was it too little - — or too much ? 


T hree C-I30 Hercules transport 
planes roared low across the Flor- 1 
u ida panhandle last week, two flying ; 
tightly as a pair, one trailing without its ! 
partner. This is the traditional “missing I 
buddy” formation of the U.S. Air Force, j 
a symbol of mourning for lost fliers. On j 
the ground, in a green park just inside j 
the gates of Hurlburt Field, some of the j 
toughest men in the armed services could j 
not suppress their tears. . 1 

* ★ * * 

^ Meanwhile, investigations were be-j 
gun by Congress and the Pentagon into; 
what happened during the rescue and why j 
it failed. Carter firmly defended his deci-; 
sion to make the attempt. He reaffirmed 
his confidence in the Pentagon’s plan for \ 
the raid as “a fine operation that everyone | 
believed had a good chance for success.” j 
And, he. argued, using one of the year’s | 
more improbable euphemisms, “there is a j 
deeper failure than that of incomplete sue- j 
cess, and that is the failure to attempt a j 
worthy effort, a failure to try.” 

Nonetheless, a worldwide debate was ! 
raging over the raid. A Pentagon whose 
planes had not even been detected while 
flying into Iran, much less shot at, now 
was barraged by bombs of criticism. Some 
were hurled wildly by armchair strate- 
gists, others by more knowledgeable 
experts. 

The main target was the rescue plan. 
Some critics charge that it was too lean 
and spare, with far too few men and air- 
craft to overwhelm the militants holding 
the embassy in crowded Tehran, pick up 
the hostages and escape safely. On the 
other hand, other critics argue that the 
plan was too sophisticated and complex, 
with too many staging points and too 
many chances for detec- 
tion before the assault on 
the embassy. 

Under Phase 1 of the 
raid, three C-130s carry- 
ing some 90 air com- 
mandos and three others 
transporting, fuel for 
helicopters took off from 
an airfield in Egypt. 
Eight Sikorsky RH-53 
helicopters, flying in 
pairs, left the nuclear 
carrier Nimitz in the 
Arabian Sea. All were to 
meet at “Desert One,” 
an unimproved landing 
strip in the Great Salt 
Desert southeast of 
Tehran. 


Phase 2, never car- 
ried out, called for the 
C-I30s to liy to Oman 
and the helicopters to 
ferry the commandos 
to a mountain hideout 
some 100 miles from 
Tehran. The raiding 
party would stay in hiding there through- ■ 
out the next day. As darkness fell, the men 
would climb aboard trucks and buses, ■ 
which would have been supplied by an un- 
disclosed number of CIA agents and U.S. 
Special Forces men who had entered 
Iran earlier, some disguised as European 
businessmen. 

The vehicles would slip one by one 
into Tehran and rendezvous at a ware- 
house that had been acquired by an Amer - 
ican agent. During the night the comman- j 
clos would divide into two assault teams. 
A small party would head for the For-’ 
eign Ministry building, where U.S. Charge ! 
d’ Affaires Bruce Laingen and two other 
U.S. diplomats were held captive. The 
other commandos would drive to the em- 
bassy compound, where 50 Americans j 
were imprisoned. 

Surprise and speed were essential. The 
attackers, confident that they knew where 
the hostages were within the compound, 
planned to scale the embassy walls and ' 
shoot" or capture the guards. The assault : 
team was armed with automatic weap- 
ons but, contrary to some published re- 
ports, did not carry disabling gas, which 
would have knocked out the captives and 
required them to be carried to safety. j 

b* s the assault began, four of the chop - 1 
pers were to fly to the embassy’s soc- j 
cer field. In the last stage of the as- j 
sault, the hostages (by now joined by the ; 
three from the Foreign Ministry) and the j 
90 commandos would all leave in the four ; 
choppers. They would join the C-130s, ; 
which would have flown from Oman, at ; 
yet another airstrip, “Desert Two.” There j 
the choppers would be abandoned^and ! 
everyone would fly to safety in the trans- j 
port planes. j 

All during the rescue, Navy fighter; 
aircraft from the carriers Nimitz and Cor - j 
al Sea would fly along the Iranian bor- ! 
der, ready to dart toward Tehran if the ] 
assault party got into trouble. The U.S. | 
planners did not fear Iran’s once potent j 
air force. Of the country’s 76 advanced j 
F-14 fighters, no more than seven can fly, 
arid none can fire its Phoenix missiles, \ 
owing to the lack of maintenance. Iran i 
has 187 operational F-4 fighters, 50 of : 
them near Tehran, but none is equipped : 


for night combat. Moreover, insists a Pen- 
tagon official, “we knew where all their : 
planes were.” meaning that they could 
have been destroyed on the ground if that 
had been deemed necessary. 

American military experts not in- 
volved in the mission’s planning say that ; 
whether the scheme was sound depended | 
on what kind of help the rescuers expect- 
ed once they reached* Tehran. The mis- 
sion commanders, as well as Joint Chiefs 
of Staff Chairman David Jones and De- 
fense Secretary Harold Brown, have re- 
fused to comment on speculation that I 
units in the Iranian military or even de- I 
fectors among the militants who were ; 
guarding the embassy were ready to sup- i 
port the operation. 

One former U.S. official familiar with 
Iran finds the mountain hideout scheme 

more practical than it might sound, not-; 
ing that there are several well-concealed 
plateaus in the remote mountains. But few ; 
experts can understand the contention of. 
both Carter and Brown that the Tehran ; 
phase of the plan would have been easier \ 
than getting the assault team into posi- 
tion in the desert in the first place; both : 
of them have refused to explain why they 1 
think so. Even some of the military plan- 
ners concede that the complex mission j 
violated an old Army rule called ; 

KISS, meaning “Keep it simple, stupid.”! 

Other questions about the raid and the ; 
answers insofar as they were known last; 
week: j 

Did the plan risk too many lives? 

Pentagon officials have adamantly de -. 
nied "reports in Washington of a cia es- » 
timate that 609^ of the 53 hostages would : 
probably have been killed in the rescue at-; 
lempt. But Time has learned that imual; 
"casualty estimates once ran as high as 200 ; 
fatalities, including both hostages and res- 1 
cuers. The final plan did, indeed, envi-| 
sion the possibility of losing from 15 to; 
20 hostages. ; 

Did the military planners want a bigger force?. 

Outsiders claiming firsthand informa-' 
tion from the Special Forces officers in-! 
volved in the mission insist that earlier; 
plans called for at least 600 men and 30 : 
helicopteris in- the assault force. Some of 
these critics contend that the plan was 
scaled down by President Carter and his : 
National Security Council in the belief 
that a smaller strike would prove less 
bloody, less provocative to Iran’s Arab 
neighbors and more politically acceptable 
at home. ' 

cown *' 3 ® 0 
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- Indeed, in the months of planningthat 
began withi n days of the seizure of the em-| 
bassy last November, a wide range of res-i 
cue options was considered. “In the ini-i 
tial stages,” General Jones said last week,! 
j “we did not see an option that had a rea-j 
. sonable chance of success. We tried and| 
we trained and we exercised, and noth-j 
ing was denied to us by anybody.” Some) 
of the earlier plans did envision a largerj 
force but were discarded as impractical.! 
One reason: the bigger the operation, the 
more difficult it would be to keep secret. 
So far, there is no evidence that the more 
restrictive plan was forced on the mili- 
tary by civilian officials. 

What changed to make pian at ah seem! 
feasible? 

The planners are secretive about this. 
Yet it seems clear that they had been more 
successful than expected in getting covert 
agents int o Iran, gaining support from 
people already in the country and pick- 
ing up precise intelligence on where the 
hostages were and how they were guard- 
ed. Over the months, the militants had de- 
creased their numbers and vigilance. 
Also, the U.S. had launched two secret 
military satellites in late November, 
completing the Air Force’s positioning of 
six command and communications sat- 
ellites around the world, including one 
over the Indian Ocean. The system could 
send almost instantaneous messages be- 
tween the Pentagon and rescue com- 
manders in the field. It might even have 
helped covert agents get information out 
of Tehran. 

What went wrong with the helicopters? 

The mission was canceled when three 
of the eight helicopters heading toward ) 
Desert One broke down while flying j 
through a blinding sandstorm. An elec-i 
trical power supply on one craft overheat- 
ed and failed, knocking out the gyrocom- 
pass, the horizon indicator and the cockpit 
lights. The crew flew back to the Nimitz, 
making a dangerous landing, with fuel 
tanks nearly empty. 

On the second helicopter, the crew set 
down in the desert because a warning light 
signaled that the chopper's 34-ft.-Iong ro- 
tor blade was in danger of failing. They 
discovered that it was cracked. The* crew 
and all classified material were picked up 
by another helicopter. 

The crew of the third damaged chop- 
per pushed on to Desen One, despite the 
failure of a pump that propels the craft's 
back-up hydraulic system. It is essential, 
supplementing the primary hydraulic sys- 
tem. which operates the helicopter's 
control. Because the pump could not 
be repaired, the helicopter had to be 
taken out of service, and the rescue 
mission had to be scrubbed. Planners 
figured that the rescue required at 
least six helicopters. There were no 
back-up helicopters on the Nimitz; 
even if there had been, they could 
not have been flown to Desert One 
before daylight. 


Did the unusually severe storms cause 
the malfunctions? 

Although the sandstorms were 
common to all three helicopter fail- 
ures, the mission leaders do not 
blame their problems on the weath- 
er. Pentagon officials disclosed that 
the choppers’ 150-lb. sand screens 
had been removed to increase the en- 
gines’ thrust by 3%, a possibly crit- 
ical safety margin. But £he screens 
are designed only to protect the en- 
gines from long-term wear from dirt, 
which apparently was not a factor 
in any of the breakdowns. 

Investigators suspect that the 
overheating in the first craft resulted 
from a cooling vent having been 
blocked by a crewman’s flak jacket 
and bag. If so, that obviously was hu- 
man error. The swirling sand, inves- 
tigators say, could not have cracked the 
rotor blade in the second craft. The cause 
may never be known. The failure of the 
third chopper's pump also is a mystery 
and presumably could not have been 
caused by sand because the helicopters’ 
hydraulic systems are well sealed. 

Was maintenance of the helicopters faulty? 

From President Carter down to mis- 
sion officers, this suggestion has been ve- 
hemently denied. To the contrary, they 
say, the helicopters got unusually meticu- 
lous care, even though their crews did not 
know of the impending mission. Fifteen 
maintenance men were assigned to each 
of the eight helicopters aboard the Nimitz. 
In addition, two civilian helicopter tech- 
nical experts, including one from Sikor- 
sky, were sent to the carrier. Almost daily, 
maintenance pilots flew the choppers to 
make sure that they were in top condition. 
In fact, the crews tending the RH-53s re- 
cently won Navy awards for their excep- 
tionafmaintenance record. The U.S. mil- 
itary may have a general problem in j 
retaining skilled maintenance men, the j 
mission planners concede, but the best j 
were available on board the Nimitz. 

Just eleven hours before the start of j 
the mission, a sailor accidentally hit a fire j 
control switch, dousing five of the I 
RH-53s with sea water and foam. The air- 
craft were rinsed with fresh water and in- 
spected. No visible damage was found. 

Why were the helicopters not destroyed at 
Desert One? 

So far, the mission leaders have not 
provided a satisfactory explanation. Fail- 


ure to destroy the choppers enabled Ira- 
nian officials to obtain mission maps and 
other secret papers. Wh ether the docu- 
ments revealed the identity of some U.S. 
Agents or collaborators in Tehran is not 
known but seems improbable . The rnisT" 
sion leaders suggested that after one heli- 
copter collided with a parked C-130 at 
the landing strip and both erupted into 
flames, the resulting shrapnel and flying 
debris from exploding ammunition 
threatened to damage four other C-130s 
and strand the entire party. When asked j 
about this last week. Colonel Charlie j 
Beckwith, who was in charge of the 90- ! 
man assault force, said tersely: “That ! 
wasn’t my job. I can’t talk to that. I got ! 
all my stuff out of there.” Perhaps pro-, j 
tectively, the Navy has not revealed the 
name of the Marine colonel who com- 
manded the helicopter crews once they 
left the Nimitz. - . r 

Did the commandos, want to continue the 
mission? 

Friends of Beckwith, 51, a true, if lit- 
tle-publicized, hereof Special Forces mis- 
sions in Viet Nam, insist that he returned 
crestfallen from the failure in the desert, 
angry at being ordered to end the effort 
and on the verge of resigning his com- 
mission . But last week he appeared at a se - 
lect Pentagon press conference at whic h 
photos were banned to protect his noten - j 
tial future usefulness in covert operations . 
He brusquely denied au" allegations that 
he had opposed the decision to abort 
From the start, Beckwith said, every- j 
one had agreed that if the rescue team 
could not fly out of Desert One with at I 
least six helicopters, the mission could not \ 
go forward. After two of the eight ! 
helicopters had failed to reach the! 
landing strip, Beckwith had been re- 
lieved at the arrival, although late, 
of the sixth. But then the pilot of the 
third damaged chopper told Beck- 
with that it could not fly. The col- 
onel’s one-word reply: “Bullshit,” 

. Beckwith went to the overall on- 
site commander. Air Force Colonel 
James Kyle, and asked him to take 
a look at the ailing chopper. “Let's 
confirm this,” Beckwith said. “I want 
to make sure.” When Kyle climbed 
down from the critical craft to re- 
port that it was indeed useless, Beck- 
with said last week, his own reac- 
tion was immediate: “Sir, my 
recommendation is that we abort.” 
The commander gave Beckwith a 
chance to change his mind, asking 
“Would you consider taking five and 
going ahead? Think about it before 
you answer me. You’re the guy that’s 
got to shoulder this.” After only a few 
seconds of reconsideration, Beckwith 
said sadly, “There’s just no way.” 

When a reporter persisted, ask- 
ing again if Beckwith had not argued 
in favor of continuing the mission, 
the rugged six-footer bristled and re- 
plied in a soft Southern accent: “With 
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all due respect, sir, you don’t know 
where you’re coming from. I’ve been there 
before, and Fm not about to be a party of 
half-assed loading on a bunch of aircraft 
and going up and murdering a bunch of 
the finest soldiers in the world. I ain’t gon- 
na do that. It was a no-win situation.” 

After the order to abort had been con- 
firmed from both the White House and 
the Pentagon, Beckwith recalled, his first 
thought was “My God, Tip gonna fail.” 
He ordered his men into the C-130s to 
take off, t hen rushed to gather up all cla s- 
sified papers and gea r. He was aboard a 
C-130 when he looked out of a window. 
He recalled: “A 130 all of a sudden ex- 
ploded. It was one hell of a fire. On that 
130 were 39 of my people.” Beckwith said 
there was no way to get the bodies out of 
the fire “unless you wanted to bum up ev- 
erybody who’s going in there.” Said the 
much decorated and fearless officer “I sat 
there and cried.” m 
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ON PAGE. b. f JL- — 12 May 1980 


Iranians as Captives 

Iran got a taste of its own medicine last week. In London, 1 , 
gunmen took over the Iranian Embassy and seized a score of 
hostages, most of them Iranian diplomats. Identifying them- 
selves as Iranian Arabs, the terrorists threatened to kill their 
' captives unless Iran granted more autonomy to Khuzestan-^an 
oil-rich province on the border with Iraq— and freed 91 Arab j 
activists held prisoner there. British police cordoned off the . 
building just off Hyde Park and conducted negotiations with the 
gunmen through an open window. Iranian demonstrators 
flocked to the site to shout pro-Khomeini slogans and words of 
encouragement to the hostages — first in Persian and then, for 
the benefit of television cameras, in English. Angry Britons 
countered with chants of “go home, you bums, “sung to the tune 

of “Auld Lang Syne/* and vendors sold hot dogs and ice cream. 

Iranian authorities largely ignored the danger to their diplo- 
mats. At the weekend, as the siege entered its fourth day, they 
refused to bargain with the Arabs and announced that they were 
“ready to accept the martyrdom of our children in England/* 
Foreign Minister Sadegh Ghotbzadeh warned that for each 
member of the embassy who was harmed, one Arab prisoner 
would be executed. Teheran radio charged that the incident was 
“a j oint plot hatched by the CIA and British intelligenc e** and 
accused Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher of being a U.S. 
“puppet/-* The Iranians claimed to see no similarity between the 
capture of their embassy and last November’s seizure of the U.S. 
compound in Teheran. “The London affair is a terrorist act, ’ j 
said Ghotbzadeh. “The occupation of the U.S. Embassy in j 
Teheran is a reac tion by the Iranian people.’* , i 
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* * * 

The President himself had surrendered | 
to a passage of gloom in the ashes of his Iran 
misadventure and Cy Vance’s departure. 
“You seem to be snakebit,” House Speaker 
Tip O’Neill commiserated over a leader- 
shipbreakfast. “Apparently you get a good 
hand and the dealer drops the deck.” Carter 
seemed, in a silent glance, to agree. A spate 

of postraid polls showed that America 
: cheered the rescue attempt and that Carter 
might in fact have arrested his downhill 
slide in public favor even though it failed. 
But he privately confessed surprise at the 
numbers— “You’d have thought it would 
have led to political rebellion” — and he felt 
obliged to consolidate his advantage before 
it evanesced like an April morning mist. 
Aides urged his news conference on him — 
pressed him to “jut his jaw out and bow his 
neck a little” and show the world he was in 
control. He stepped on camera with a 
visible gulp for air, steeled to explain why it 
was that he hadn’t quit instead of Vance. 
The question, never came. 

He hoped that night to announce an end i 
to his six-month hermitage in the White 
House, but he wasn’t asked that either; the 
question had to be planted at a meeting wi th 
political friendlies the next day. The First 
Shut-in had by then slipped out of the Rose 
Garden twice to meet and thank the com- 
mandos he had sent off to Iran. One day, h e 
traveled by unmarked car and helicopter to 
the" CiA’s supersecret Camp Perry near j 
Williamsburg, Va., where he spoke with 
150 of the raiders — and where, by some / 
accounts, he and field commander CharlV 
Beckwith wept in one another’s arms Next 
day, he flewsouth to Brooke Army Medical 
Center in San Antonio, slipped on a surgi- j 
cal gown and mask, and visited the fourj 
men burned on the mission. On both visits, j 
the President said, the men* 
thanked him for sending them,! 
apologized for failing and begged 1 
for a chance to try again. j 

Neither trip was overtly politi- i 
cal, but Carter has now yielded to j 
the arguments of his handlers that j 
his Rose Gardening had long; 
since outlived its usefulness to him j 
or the hostages and that he must | 
start running now to beat Ronald 1 
Reagan in the fall. Breaking away 
required him to do a rhetorical 
dance not unlike former Sen. ; 
George Aiken’s proposal for end- ; 
ing the Vietnam war: declare it; 
won and walk away. ■ ' - ! 
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'ing High-Risk Raul Lessened Its Chances; 


% '•■■■ . ■ ’By George C. Wilsoh-^^' 

• V and Michael- Getler -.7 V 

*. ■ Washingtons Post 3t4ii Write ca./ 

' Vainly; waiting 1 for a diplomatic^ 
/solution, President';- Carter; imissed;^ 
the . most ft- opportiiTQ^;,;,tin?e^v y for^ 
launching;- the*^* hostage.- Rescue - mi aft- 
ftsion to Iran;, and thereby/increased, 
the risk of faUure, ac^^ng^o go^j 

* ernment sources,;^^^^^j^^^r# 

Abou t^;last£ December* Snffltar* : 

K planners/ from/ ,the;i Joint*; Chiefs - of •• 

- Sfaii warned - the,- president • that ri .iiL£ 
/he/ was' going to/- launch:- a -, secret^ 
/raid, he .should, do so-withim- about / 

. /about 9a days-s— betoce : the end offt 
■ • Marcher 4 .iy*n /• ? 

■ By April or before -/they warned/- 
■.desert * , sandstorms? -d-would^- howl- 
across the Irani an ^ back-country/: 
greatly complicating 1 / the long-dis-^ ^ 
VUace^’lo gisticsE-/o i raid' /* arid^’ 

/ lengthening;;; ‘bids/. /'against /success: 

■ When, the;/ mission /.was/ aborted// 

' 10 days ago,- - a; raging--' late-April ft 
sandstorm in the- southern desert/ 
of. Iran was- a principal component 
of the failure. -It*- forced.. one hell-,; 
copter: to retreat to-. the;;Nxraitr airv> 
craft carrier in. the Gulf of Oman,-; 
grounded another one temporarily-/ 
in the desert and may have contrib-, 
uted- to the.’ technical, breakdowns, c 
/ The mission was scrubbed for want.; 
of enough helicopterLv^ /£££ . i 
This question, of high-risk timing, 
is one of many , elements*’ disclosed;, 
by . those -with- inside knowledge*-; 

. which, suggest/an* understanding,, of/ 
the mission: ipiam that:. is j ; quite 1 .diLft 
. f erentl fro nu/ that/y su g ges te d/ by*/- 

^esid^.tv’C^er/^nd/ihi^opx^ikl 
fi tary *r advisers; S ecr etary //of H pe-r* 
Tense***-; Harold-' -: Brown ftancLo Gen^ 

: David -C-/ Jones; /chairman /.o^/thef 
; Jo inb Chiefs^-.*;* vbte 
- 1 The president .’ancF/his: r officials/ 
have- portrayed ■; the ft mission: :<A as" 
./ ‘"snake bit”/- by; 1 bad/ luck/ and'ranft 
t dom ;=*» technological / failures; 5 ’? but/ 
f they * insist - that the original plan * 
, / had -‘good.” to/- excellent 1 /: prospects?* 
y for 

To some"|)lahnei^/hbw^v^^j^ 
"ways looked' like/ a high-risk op era- / 
:; ?tion/ Indeed; -in: coirobdratmg //de/ 
ft tails now filtering / out/ the ‘ .-picture ■ 
'] is • cl e ar pr epar a tio n s/ w er e : /made/ 
f anticipating, .the-' possibilit^/bt/ex/ 
'■ tensive ; casualties /-/ in c 1 u din g^p sta 
ft haps ^some /of^ thS/hdstagei/^wiio/ 
£ were 


. This* in .turn* underscores a funda- 
mental. change in. President. Carter’s 
thinking ft ' about. . the -.long-running 
crisis. /For six months;/ Carter v said, 
again andagain that his main; purpose 
was to save, the 53. American captives/ 
in Tehran/ But. in launching the de-. 
s ert mission* he; concluded . that an-“ 
other, objective hid taken, precedence 
ending the crisis/ once and f or all: 
t Carter, said one-adniinistration. off!/ 

; cial,‘ wanted “to lance' the boil,” even 
- if the outcome felTshort of his origin al 
/ goal /of : rescuing al^the/hostages-in^ 
•goodfeondition; > ; v* 

’ . > “A^ cancer that has to be removed,** 

: according j to ^'one;/.adviser.or//^/v fr " 
/In .fact/ at- one point the gomg‘esti- 
mate inside Pentagon and administra-i 
tion councils* for a successful mission 
was as; low as one in .four; or 25 per- 
* cent,/ sources - said. '<?*'*■• /• 

/ Gen/ Jones came close to acknowl- 
edging this last week- when he said at 
a Pentagon press conference that: “in 
the initial stages we. .did, not see an 
.option.-that had a- reasonable chance 
Of SUCCesS. tfrytr 

“After improvements,, some- in use 
of technology, exercises, concepts — we 
s came to ; -the conclusion that : it was 
; militarily feasible, and all of . the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff— -we collectively 
addressed this— concluded that . we 
had a good chance o£ success. .There, 
were some risks, /^. 

Jones/ and., others have /steadfastly - 
declined to specify -the degree of risk, 
but one part of the operation that 
< has not been disclosed before suggests 
heavy:; casualties; were;, considered . a 
definite possibility. ^ / 

Besides The' C 130 transpoffs waiting' 
for rescue helicopters 'in a secret^ esj; 
■cape base ^west ^of ‘.Tehran/ sources re- 
vealed,:, the plan- called -for having 
giant C141 transports oh ; calF in case, 
.thefe / werev too ' : many; / dead^ and 
wounded to fit in side, the two CI30s. 
The/* casualties! would have ben flown 
to aL* hospital in Egypt/ presumably in 
. Cairo: 

/ ' Although '/this fits/: under' /prudent 
worst-case planning, the/ inclusion , of 
: the C141s tirrows new : light - oh; Secre- 
tary BrowTL’S‘ : April'25 assertion.' thaff. 
once i the Blue Light commando , unit 
/reached: the embassy itself this/‘was 
{ the part of. the mission of which ; they 
were -most, confident”- Brown, said he 
and -the Joint Chiefs had focused ^on 
: ther: embassy, takeover part. of the plan 

before' recommending/ the;;mission to 

■ . v - : .:.. : :.s v - t- 


The apparent/ reason Carter, -Brown 
and Jones put so much confidence /in 
a plan- considered risky by some other 
insiders- was their conviction, that the 
assault/ force could/ be> called * back 
quickly at almost any Vfailtsafe” point 
along the / way and /that: the embassy 
could be taken by surprise, according, 
to 

Brown - suggestedias : 'much last/week 
when he said “tho plan, provided!- for: 
the- possibility of terminating . the ; op- 
eration because:.- .of : any: T difficulties, 
such as mechanical failure or detec- 
tion. by the Tranians of the missi’o • 
Yesterday sources, disclose, that ; an- 
elaborate recall/ network had been.'es- j 
tablished in Iran, /with superb commu- 
nications linking it all together. /■/ ./ 
For example, sources said,;the 50 to 
100 “friendlies” infiltrated into Iran 
in advance of the rescue attempt were 
ordered to spread, themselves out all 
along the advance route from the 
Blue' Light" teams -mountain -hidea- j 
way east of Tehran. to the embassy ! 
compound itself.'" The friendlies • in - ’ j 
eluded U.S. military spe cialists and Tn- - [ 
Tefligence operatives. . - > 4 /// 

: As the. commandos approached the 
city ih *;innocentdookmg trucks , and 
buses mixed -in _with v the . night traff ic f * 
the friendlies were’ supposed- to keep • 
track of ; them.;;and .-‘Iranian .security 
: forces everyjtep/otthe way 
/ -At ^the first/stgn; that the cover /of. 
the mission/ had beeavblown, the. - Blue 
Light Commanders , would learn/ about 
ij: from friendliest- plugged into - the 
. elaboratevwaxning/system^.Theh^the 
Commanders; wdiild have the^optibn 'Pf 
. calling .everythXrig/bff/ ’;/' : -:/^?/ T /;, : 

/ Jf ; the'/ 90-“5Iue'~Light / commandos "/ 

. reached;/^ ehrarL^undetected/^ihey^ 
would have been.assembled ima/ware-/- 
house in the city staked out/as a jast*’/ 
minute; che pb int/before* racing^ into / 
the/embassy- :f / . 
-:The ■ troopers’; commanded-; by:/CoU 
Charlie 'Beckwith, -/were -goihg^Ao . 
/thrust into- .the/embassy like a. stilleto, 
not a broad sword. /The- plan depended 
i'on^speed/^te^thSah^? deadly/ marks- 
manship,- not ‘bn - sbme’/su^r;dtiper-/s^/ 
cret weapon*' like knockout gas/'/"""'. 
The Blue Light commandos were 
/ going, to kill or subdue, the. guards and 
' herd the hostages to a predesighated 
rescue -point, where* - the- helicopters ■ 

- from ; . thq ^r^mountaintoix hideaway 
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would swoop down’and fly them away 
to the£130s, which were waiting west 
of the city. s ' * 

Blue... Light’s > hand-picked sharp 
shooters were armed with .45 pistols 
with silencers and MI 6 rifles. These 
sharpshooters were so accurate, one 
source said, that during training Beck 
with . and a! visiting, commander of a 
West German anti-terrorist outfit 
once confidently' sat between target 
silhouettes ...while, the commandos 
blasted away with their weapons. 

' If Beckwith 'needed; outside; help 
during the embassy takeover, he co\ild 
have called in,C130‘ transports! armed 
with- machine ; g'uns-and 105-millimeter 
cannon, ■ - '*■ ' s . r. ■ 

The plan es\ crews were* trained to 
orbit 'in? the night sky 4 over the em- 
bassy- “hosing' down: the streets,’* as / 
one source put it, rto stop any Iranian ' 
forces-^hat might have- tried - to* stop 
the Tescue^^:^ .--w 

: Another J G1 30t crew was ready to or- 
bit oyer? the -Tehran- -airport,, blasting 
the runways ; - to stop any , Iranian 
fighter planes which tried to take off 
from there. c 

• Far to the south, in the-Arabian sea 
and' Gulf of -Oman, the - aircraft carri- 
ers Nimifz and Coral Sea had tricky 
assignments,^ too. ' Some of their~war 
pianes.were prepared to make a feint 

at bombing Iranian oil : fields aTthVl 
hea&of the Persian Gulf, .while others 
would protect the C 130s and C141s fly- 
ing out .‘of Iran to Egypt ivith their; 
load of- hostages/ commandos and per- 
haps a few^of the friendlies.. 4 k 
/. Under that option, which might not 
.have been exercised at all if the em- 
bassy takeover went smoothly. Navy 
A7 fighter-bombers • would have 
feinted a bombing raid : oh.; the dil 
fields while F4 and FI4 fighters would 
have provided the protective “cap”' for 
the departing transports. Presumbly 
any Iranian* planes which got aloft 
would have raced south to defend the 
oilfields; ^ * 7 .:: ; r - 

Officials stressed that the warplane 
option -was; .defensive in / nature . and 
not part of any r offensive » strike 
against? Irani.Thde e cT, sources s ay the 
plan- did -/no t include ^any** •' p unitive 
raids against 1 Iran eYenin’ the; event of 
a serious failure of* the -rescue opera- 
tion. ./TheTdea waa to stick to a rescue 
missipn^d' r nbtU6~rmderi^eactibhs 
that couid^'have * inflamed the whole 
region &nd possibly ; drivenr Iran"ifato 
SoWethand34.^^;;^v ^•^ t^^*t3X .VI I - 7 ::*; 

• Officials^ said it would have been 
too difficult to try to launch any siza- 
ble force of ‘fighter-bombers' over Teh- 
ran from;' the carrier^* This would 
have ^required ;mid-air ^.r^ueling at 
, night since; when loaded, .' these vwar- " 
planes haye ; a .combat. yadius of only 
about 300;miibs: 

;^Tl^^pm£;Cfiiefs optedjfpr; going 
1 ’ anj^igSKcpunting' on speed and 

^surj^e^^ 

: sources:s4d,. resulted in paring down 
elements of one* of the. many .prelimar^ 
iary^draftsrbf^the rescue plan finally 


: ; Planners anticipated that ; several 
Navy KH53 helicopters. would fail in ! 
the two long hops from the Nimitz in | 
the Gulf of Oman to the mountaintop j 
hideaway east of Tehran, totalling 700 ! 
. miles. Some planners early on recom- 1 
, mended up to 12 to 14 helicopters in- 
stead of the eight decided upon. * 

Although they , are not saying so 
publicly, many military officers now 
fault the» final plan, as “too thin,” rest 
ing on too many unrealistic assump* 
lions; Some contend the obstacles most 
likely would have gotten worse, not 
better,- as the Blue- Light team pro- 
. ceeded beyond Desert One, the refuel-' 
ing site 5G0 miles inside Iran, toward 
the embassy. They complain or too 
few '.‘worst case** protective^ features 
lathe planning . : 

• - Sen. - Henry M.; JacksoV (D-Was£$ 
signaled last week thatrhe is going* to 
demand explanations : ort this : point* 
during the Senate Armed -.Serviced 
Committee audit of., the* rescue >at- 

The , committee ' has ' scheduled ;. i 
closed meeting Wednesday-to- start ’ 
hearing from , participants .in J:he.res- . 
cue attempt: ■ ’ r -/v y. ^ 

Although not yet briefed 'formsdly 0 
on the plan, Jackson said from what 
he . has learned it did not have 
“enough redundancy, enough backup. 
In a mission of . this magnitude, * iii 
whichv the whole world is looking : at 
this, and after a series of defeats-in 
Vietnam. . .it could hamstring the TI& 
position in the world. If you are going 
to. do- it, there damn .well ought to fc be 
some backup for contingencies.” 

> Carter obviously felt otherwise, as 
he took what looks like, the biggest 
risk-of his presidency— to “lance the 
boil!* of the hostage crisis. ; - 7 Jr 


2 
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End of the Rose 



; >r'T' ■/. 


<•/ Jimmy Carterris moving smartly to 
- bury the busted Iranian rescue mission. 
'Hence the quids. appointment of £eo. j 
■Muskie as secretary of state, and the de- 
cision to give up the Rose Garden in 
flavor of the campaign trail:**. r; : 
b-v : But can a president walkaway from 
such a fiasco as" iJT nothing had hap- 
pened? Is it possible to put a lid on one 
,of the most widely publicized failures 
; in history? 

1'j w No way£ would seem to be the ah- 1 
: 5wer at first blush. But the sad turn of > 
events in Iran rubbed against all sec- 
tions of public and official opinion in a 
moment of intense competition among 
rivals for the presidency. >r:r? .-iro^r -r f - 
; Liberal sentiment took uifense at the 
-resort to force. The. resignation of_ 
Cyrus Vance as secretary of state fur* 
inished a martyr and. a cause celebre. 
.Though the former secretary has said 
’ nothing in public, he has privately been 
, telling friends that the mission was a 
.“harebrained”.. scheme that couldn’t 
^possibly have succeeded. That view, 
coupled with alarm about driving Iran.. 

. into the arms of Russia, is generally en- 
tertained by Vance’s friends and sup- 
*porters throughout government, and in. 
the press and television, -- 4 i ;-- 

■V f Conservatives and others, disposed to 
'support the mission at first, have. been, 
made increasingly uneasy by. jdeteils 
leaked- to silence liberal critics. Jhe 

most prestigious committee in the Con- 
cress, the Senate Armed Services Com-r 
mittee, has engaged itself to get to the* 

bottom of a veritable Everest of dis-. 
tressing rumors and reports. / 

Leading committee members suspect: 
that the basic plan, was ’far too compli-; 
cated to succeed: They fear the prepara- 
tions, particularly the tra in i ng of the hel- 
icopter pilots* were inadequate * They ar g 
inclined to believe that leaks ma y faave^ 
compromised some mteUigence assegjnT 
TranT and ongoing neg otiations for bgsg; 
‘rights m Oman^ Tbey , wonder whether; 
the White^House-did< not: impose:: too* 
many controls from the top*They smell & 
political role in the shaping of the opera-, 
tion— perhaps by the presidenfsohief of 
staff, Hamilton Jordan*: - : 


But despite their extent and depth, the 
doubts and suspicions seem sure to be 
muffled. For one thing, there is the im- 
pact of the Muskie appointment By itself , 
it turned attention from the outgoing, 
an^ toward the incoming,, secretary of 
state. Vance is already a receding figure 
for whom no one will risk doing serious: 
battie. The play in Washington is for the 
; favor and attention of Muskie^- : --r 
; On policy matters, however, Muskie 
takes almost exactly the same position 
as' Vance. : All the people who liked 
Vance, particularly in the^State Depart- 
ment and in the medS^ also like Mus- 
kie. They are not going to embarrass 
the new boy, and spoil their standing" 
with him, by taking up the cudgels for 
what is over and done. 

The disposition of the liberal critics 
of the Iran policy to let bygones be by- 
gones inevitably crimps the style of* 
President Carter’s chief Democratic op- 
ponents. -Sen Kennedy is made to 
sound .self-serving and shrill when he 
goes after the president on Iran. 

... As to conservative and moderate 
critics, they are tied up by their own. 
problems. John Stennis, the chairman 
of the armed services committee, has 
always— as his behavior in the Water- 
gate investigation showed— equated re- 
sponsibility with serving the interest of * 
the ‘ president The committee as a 
whole, has a mystique of secrecy. Sev- 
eral of its -leading members, .notably 
. Sen. Henry Jackson, believe as a matter 
of policy that it is wrong to place heavy 
emphasison the hostages issue. 
a Moreover it is not at all clear that the 
armed services committee is going to . 
find, the usual army of ; eager whistle 
blowers. The officials who planned the 
operation at the top— Secretary of De- 
fense Harold Brown; Gen. David Jones, 
the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff., and Adim Stansfield Turner of 
the Central Intelligence Agency-^ are. 


not about to acknowledge the weakness 
of their work* or their inexperience in 
such operations. As to participants in 
[[the mission, including its leader. Col. 

: : Charles Beckwith, they too may have a- 
reason for caution. The leaving behind 
•of bodies, snd of secret documents, 
•[maps, weapons and helicopters, sug- 
gests someone panicked in the middle 
/ of the operation. - : ' 

; j Accordingly^the leadihgTIepiiblicauf 
candidate,. Ronald Reagan, is in poor 
position to exploit the issue in an asser- 
tive way. Rather thamrun the risk of 
^seeming to critieizebrave men, his best 
bet is to quarrel about, mmoc details— d 
like timing. ' ■ ■ | 

;; Politically, therefore, the president is ! 
acting shrewdly to end the Rose, -.Gar-j 
den strategy with its emphasis on the 
' Iranian hostages. No doubt former Car- 
ter fans are right to charge him .with. 

' hypocrisy in calling the rescue mission' 
an ‘Incomplete success ” They are also 
correct in charging lack -of candor. 
| when he claims the battle against inflate 1 
tion has “turned the corner.” But politi- . 
locally Carter’s best shot is to focus atten- 
;tion on the contest .with Ronald, Rea- 
jgah. That is one fight' he.. might well 
j win, for the issue that now shapes up 
; before the country Is which candidate- 
• for president is the least incompetent;. r 
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By RICHARD BURT 

* Special to TV N^wYorK Times 

WASHINGTON, May 2 — The United 
States plan for rescuing the hostages in 
Teheran included an option for calling in 
0*130 gunships that Would have used 
flares to light up the American Embassy 
area and then strafe any Iranian trdops 
moving toward the area. Government of- 
ficials said today, * ; ‘ 

At the same time the officials said the 
Administration had been prepared to use 
the Navy's most advanced combat plane, 
the F-14 Tomcat to attack Iranian fight- 
ers attempting to interfere with the mis- 
sion.. % v . . 

The general plans for using air power 
during the embassy raid were disclosed: 
earlier this week. The officials provided 
new details today on military options that 
were open to President Carter. They 
stressed that the heavily armed gunship 
version of the C-130 and the fighters 
would have been ordered into action only 
in the event the 90-member assault team 
ran into trouble. 

The gunships are equipped with ad- 
vanced radar and infrared night detec- 
tion equipment as well as an array of 
weaponry, including 20-millimeter Gat- 
ling guns, 40-millimeter Bofors cannons 
and a lOo-mill imeter howitzer. 

Large Air Support Operation 

The officials added that as part of the 
tactics of assuring the presence of air- 
craft near Teheran during the assault, 
the planners provided for large-scale air 
operations over and near. Iran, involving 
two aircraft carriers in the Arabian Sea, 
airborne warrung-and-control-system 
aircraft and Air Force KC-135 tanker- 
planes dispatched from Oman and other- 
bases in the Persian Gulf region. 

Accor ding to aides involved in planning 
the operation, a small number of C-130 
gunships would have flown to Teheran on 
the night of the embassy raid. The planes. 


they said* would have gone in low to avoid 
radar, much as the six C-130’s reached 
the desert refueling site southeast of Te- 
heran before the mission was canceled. 

Fighters Ln Air Near Teheran 

Simultaneously, F-14's and A-7 Corsair 
attack aircraft from the carriers Nimitz 
and Coral Sea would have been sent aloft, 
the officials said, and refueled in flight by 
tanker planes. The fighters were to have 
headed toward Teheran and would have 
arrived in the vicinity about the time the 
attack on the embassy was starting. 

Like the C-130’s the fighters would have 
relied on low-altitude flight, evasive 
maneuvers and electronic countermeas- 
ures to escape detection. According to 
one official, the Navy had been launching 
fighter^ at night and sending them to- 
ward the Iranian coast for several weeks 
before the mission. These feints, as \he 
aide described them, were intended to ac- 
custom Iranian and Soviet monitors to 
American air activity. y 

Iran's Military Radio Monitored 

A crucial aspect of the option for using 
air power, according to the account, was 
the ability “of American intelligence to 
eavesdrop on Iranian military communi- 
cations. The oTficials addedtHat" Ameri- 
can co mmandos on the ground were as- 
signed thejaskof repellin g any civilian s 
groups that approached the emb assy 
groun d s^fter Seing alerte d to the rescu e 
.operation. : ; 

The officials said that American forces 
would have been able to intercept any 
messages ordering Iranian troops to the 
embassy compound and that within sec- 
onds the C-130’s could have been sent to 
the area: Using high-intensity flares that 
would have created almost daylight 
conditions, the officials said, the gunships 
would have been able to destroy any Ira- 
nian forces moving toward the com- 
pound, including tanks. 


They said that if the American com- 
manders learned that Iranian fighter 
planes had been alerted, the Navy’s 
F-14*s could have flown to the scene swift- 
ly. An aide said that it was the expecta- 
tion of some senior officers that the F-14's 
would have been able to destroy any 
alerted Iranian fighters while they were 
preparing for takeoff. 

Commenting on the overall size of the 
air mission, which would have required 
several back-up fighters and tankers, an 
official acknowledged that the risks of ac- 
cidents, including collisions and crashes, 
was high. “But when you undertake these 
kinds of operations, you’ve got to be pre- 
pared to run risks," he said. 

In discussing the decision to call off the 
mission at the desert refueling base. Pen- < 
tagon officials continued to assert that: 
there had been no disagreement among f 
the’ commanders on the- scene over the j 
decision once it was learned that only five 
of six remaining helicopters was oper- 
able'. But they divulged that a debate . 
erupted between Col.. Charlie A.3eck-^ 
with of the Army, the commando leader, 
and other officers at the desert site 
shortly after the six helicopters landed. 

The officers said that two of the six 
helicopter pilots, who had flown through 
severe sandstorms, were exhausted and 
• ill and there were questions whether they 
could continue. Colonel Beckwith, the of- 
ficials said, strongly urged that the 
operation be continued and his advice 
was followed by Col. James Kyle of the 
Air Force, commander at the desert site. 

Some officials suggested that after one 
of the helicopters sliced into a C-130, Colo- 
nel Beckwith quarreled with Colonel j 
Kyle’s decision to evacuate the refueling j 
site swiftly without pausing to destroy the i 
five intact helicopters being abandoned. 

A Pentagon spokesman strongly denied 
this report, saying that the helicopters 
had not been destroyed because of the 
perils from: the burning and exploding' 
ammunition-laden C-130^^?^ . ;± 
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•The hostage? Stsff Sergeant Joseph Subic -Jr.? mho described 
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Sergeant Subic said in the broadcast that a -11-12 plane 
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... / ALEXANDRIA, i VA.-' — : '; : Aa e* 
CIA ’ employee j yesterday tried • to | 


f SThe-Iist was released by Donald E- 
.Deneselyaj '; a /disaffected, former : 
|CIA /employee: 'whose- action was ■ 
j-prompted by the imprisonment yes-- : 
1 terday; of his. : :. Iranian - .: friend,' 



.^years: in; jail for importing seven,, 
/pounds of heroin "arid selling it'toa' 
i federal agent ,?. j vf , i, • 

Vi/’'- •• f f - / - - .: •- •: j 4 >_ 

Deneselya,‘ who was in the court-, 
.•/room;; said release ' of ’ the names,", 
which ■ could no t : be verified by the . 
f Saturday News’ Journal and there-;/ 

/ fore are - no t ; being j published,. .was',; 
-just the beginning’ of-nis : 'release of a’jj 
.•/massive amount of CIA secrets.'/ • 
’iv.When'i Bahktiaf: -was v ;.'arrested,4 
,v/Deneselya ,: contacted^ the/ govern- 
' -'ment, "demanding ■ his'- release.- If.; 
t’Bahktiar Were' not released, Dene-, 

. selya threatened, hundreds of CLA • 
■.'.secrets, including a list of 7,500 ped- ; 
/.pie - who work for, the agency,'. would.. 
;oeYeleasedi:V^;4vI^ - i,!.y^fi//;;-,ri:iy 
vv-Tm going tdstart to release the; 

' names now," said. Denselya ’outside . 

- the courtroom’ where Bakhtiar. was 



i typewritten 
of. names- to •the.; News' Journal 
•reporter covering • the -sentencing.’, 
.’The • reporter, read i-the ; piece; of 
'.•paper; but did not accept iL .'ytfcf.-lvi 
;>!.The • pa per- sa i d.-j “These.' are . the’’ 
j’CIA agents in Iran." One of the men/ 


- on the list was Identified only.by his n 
y last name:' VA. :| 
r Spokesmeri'for /the CIA and: the.j 
'/ State. Department refused to com- 
’.ment on ‘the list, the names it con-. ; 
i gained' or the effect of its release op- 
•: the'me.n who have been held by Ira-_ 
/.man militants since Nov. 4. -• • .; y 

We are not commenting on any 4 - 
thing having to do with Iran," said 
-CIA spokesman Dale Peterson. “We 
; have absolutely nothing to say about 
; Iran." 

State Department spokesman 
/.David; Nall said,- “Since the begin- 
S/niiigTof u; the. v '.crisis;.- 1 we - haven’t 
released any information concern-- 
. ing the identity of the hostages or*, 
what their jobs were."- 1-. 

: .-:i Asked whether the' release of the ! 
(’names would jeopardize the lives of! 
the hostages, Nall said, “There have :1 
been a number of threats to the peo- ; 
pie there. I don’t think I can digniiy- 

this particular accusation from- 

an American or anyone else, witlt. 
any kind of response." , 

Deneselya says he had been col- 
lecting those names — and other 
information — while working for 
theCLA from 1960 until he was iired: ; 
in 1964, and since then.. ;~y.Tv, 

Once Bakhtiar was; convicted ? oo-! 
April 3, Denesely ad- modified his- 
/threats, saying he would release the 
. information , through- Iranian and 
' other foreign. newsservices. if-Bakh-/ 
tlar were jailed or deported to Iran./ 
Bakhtiar. ina. member of a promi— 
bent Iranian family:-, his father.’ 
founded -Sayak^F the. secret police-, 
agency, and was later murdered; his 
cousin.- was the shah’s, last prime 
minister.- 

-’Also sentenced- yesterday, was- ■) 
Mohammad Rcshan, 34, an Iranian ] 
and-Washington, D.C, restaurateur. I 
He received two years in prison and . J 
five years’ probation on a single! 
count of aiding and abetting- in -the ~j 
distribution of heroin. A third defect 
dant, Raza-. Miar.egaz, pleaded j 
guilty and coooerated in. the prose-- 
cation of his friends; He ,was= sen- 
tenced earlier - to • two- years; La 
'prison.. * .. »: - - : •• w>— '.'• *«•—.- 4 


‘/Federal, authorities!, said they.! 
seized * almost . seven! pounds • of 
uncommonly pure heroin, worth an 
’estimated $32 million, the- largest 
seizure.- ever, oft such, high-quality.: 
drugs, when, they arrested Roshan 

• and Bakhtiar on Feo. S in the Wash-' 
/. ington, D_C.7area. Prosecutors said : 
^ Bakhtiar, r? of ’ j Hyattsville; -: •: Md£' 
. . brought, thfcdhig - into-' the- United! 

• States on* Feb; T from a. factory, in-; 
Tehran.,;-:’ act* 1 - ’--- 


f . ' During'. the trial last month Bakh- 
T'tiar’s attorney, Louis Xoutoulakcs, 
■presented no witnesses on his cli-* 
; ents* behali-.In closing arguments;; 

Koutoulakos said that both defea- 
• dants were lured into the schemeby 
federal agents and the, a promise of, 
$5 million at. the end of the rain- 
% bow.” 

. “Had: the government not*; fur* 
rushed; $36,000- to Bakhtiar," Ko<> 
toulakcs told Judge Albert V. Bryan 
Jr. yesterday Jjhe would have not 
gone to Iran [to get the heroinl":^ 
He also* said , that although.this . 
was 3akht:aris-first offense, “this is 
a beautE-^..we don’t exnect him to/ 
get *a slap on the.wrisL I do feel he., 
deserves punishmenL"— ; r ;r 

* Bakhtiar. .was! coavicted?of ,'twb'. 


I 


i 


'counts of. .conspiracy, three" counts/ 
of heroin distribution,' three counts* 
of aiding, and.abeting .the dlstrihu*. 
tioo of a controlled substance, three] 
counts on using the' lalephone in the'- 
commission of a crime, two counts?! 
of crossing state lines in the-'com-J 
missioo ;.oL. atjelony ; and ..illegal;) 
pcsessicn.of a.firearm.He .was.held.| 
in custody since his arresfc,,1 t ”TT§;.T> 
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thX-liH bMFLOYSE IRIES 


is 


lOENTIIFY HGSNTS HUONG HOSTAGES 


MiLniNuiUN? Del. i H H ) ~ H man who says he is a former dim employ 

TRIED i’RIDSY TO MAKE PUBLIC THE NAMES OF MEN HE SR ID fi RE LIU SO 
BEING HELD HOSTAGE IN IRAN) -THE MlLMINGTON NEWS -JOURNAL REPORTS 


IN ITS 0 n T y R D R 7 E D I T i y rl 


i rsn s 


1 t ; j «r 


LIST FROM V 0 S n L 0 •- ■ v EH c i c L V n * 

The News- Journrl srid it could not verify the nrmes rnd therefore 
B I B 


NOT PUBLISH THEM, 
i T z R I L‘ v c fi i. iz i- T R ' R L : i U fi W H t- 

HL E X R N D S I R 5 ? R * ? OF HIS i R R fi I R N 

SENTENCED 
RND SELL I HO 




r T\ l Z ;'t U 5 

« t-. ? y ?■, !», r ? •.; .r r i i r ‘.i r. <*, i ; ; : 7-. 

r U P. iilr -J P. : i it -J u. v Z :*i T v v * i-‘ -■ 


4 H U .4 n -• 


A M H' •>! i T r-i A I i \ ij ft r z D z K n L Rue N * 


0 E H E S c L Y fi -• R i U 4 ri c N 0 R H R T I n K 4 n w * s n . « r 






HE N 0 U L D R A L e ft S z H » J H B REDS 0 F L* In it C K E T i H L L y D i fi u 1 H e 


s*4 n :'i e -- y r ? 


P z U r L c 


• SJ C i t U i a 


a : 


WHO WORK FOR THE INTELLIGENCE 
* * i ' H GOING TO S T A ft T T U KcLinSE THii NnflEi NOW? -■ A - ~ 

OUTSIDE THE COURTROOM FRIDAY * iV i ? M GOING TO DO IT VERY SLOWLY.- 55 
The NEWSPAPER SAID HE THEN GAVE A TYPED LIST OF NAMES TO ITS 

per p. } z n. a 

l H E S n E e T Or P n r c K 5 R L L U R U i fi u T *J ; rs e it c #4 w " v y y r. v*. n u * ” i l 1 .* 

_« • ,• r sir ...... 

THE Liil AGENTS IN ISA N > 

LIST OR WHETHER IT ALSO 
BEING HELD HOSTAGE. 

Prosecutors alleged that Bahktiar? of H'Yattsvillej Hd. ? brought 

D K L u -■ I N T 0 T H c L Hi ic li OTfi i ci r ioi ^ r r*. y n rt ~ n i i fa 


n z Z'Z n ” e 


n y w r« n « » » n ri e 5 « e n e y ri 

. ^ r- v : *r* /" r*. 7 - r-, j 
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DAILY PRESS 
NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

2 MAY 1980 




; W^£aT^i:^dwnfQH:^d^rm ^JSear: 


- W.^H^GTOk'rXpI' — IJid Pre^^-^TmVimpiy not -going to tell -you;” 

, * •*- • • <v*; *: * _ j_. t 

dent '.-carter 


r at^TThe 



The tec^ous^ . .us^con cealin'g^^A^b ere isSpecuiatjda that Carter met^;: 
j^her_ej2^'ei:^er^^ at Andre^ : j^Aof-’'' : Fqrce r 

^ik'l^rpixm^aos;^ 

,T Aif^«0/v\nranH »•» rrt- ; . _~Q 1 ,*• - aynnVilt/* Inf nrrr* aHftn'yT^f^rsar^tViPnot”-' 

r>-wKy juiif 

1SST 


l^iZ 2 £a 77 ii 6 ur^^H|! 

-» /• ^ .4^* t* p_ 

cbeard^.th e. Report, "T .' kaotf : nothing 1 of *r 
Ithe president beings ere last' weekend.!*^.; 

.; *£> £-r>» * v O' r ^G;;c/*'Tr - , v 

:1 .. . ;An o th ecrepo rt .was th at th e-meetLn g-.-y 
^took : --placa~at. Camp ?eao\> about; 125 . 
miles-ironx W asbingtoo^p^ - cUl ’ /.yX 

Srattin did ,^mrqh -send ces^lD^ : 
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DETROIT NEWS 
1 May 1980 

Students? Hah! 

A large number of cap ton who hold the ■ The Syrian militants, these sources tell us, 
50 American hostages in Tehran are are actually Palestine Liberation Organization 
not what they say they are. (PLO) operatives, mainly from Damascus,. 

The language of Iran is Farsi (Persian). . who carry Soviet-made weapons and are 
Gun-toting guards in: khakis fatigues at the trained and otherwise aided by the USSR. 

American Embassy speak: Arabic. Although The PLO people, capitalizing on Iran’s up- 

they call th ems elves students, it’s unlikely heaval, quickly joined the bizarre coalition of 

they have ever seen a campus. Muslim fanatics and. leftist radicals who are 

Who-are all those sinister-looking creeps? now pitted against the political moderates. 

In a. recent MacNeil/Lehrer Report teIevf-\.-/: ; ' =>.• Thus, there’sv a- direct Soviet -connection 
sion program, Arthur Meyerhoff, a petroleum % with* and a direct" Soviet responsibility for, 
consultant with solid connections ini the Mid-rdi. . the captivity of American, diplomatic person- 
dle East, said “a large- number of these so- .. 
called* students . ... are actually Syrian mill- -T- So please let ’3 not have any more of this 
tants.” .. • \ • “militant” or “student” business:*- The jailers 

Three- diverse intelligence sources in --^who-man-the iron gates of the U.S. Embassy 
Washington confirm that statement and take^v are, for the most part PLO terrorists- who- are r 
it a step further. „ AX'-- >.;/ being aided and abetted by Russia.^- A!. 
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'ARTICLE APPEASED 
ON PACE Z 


THE VIRGINIA GAZETTE 
30 APRIL 1980 

: 1 !'■ - •• 




. A cligest ^F Wiiliarnsburg-james 
A hey^ciuring April 23:30, .1980 

' J&Ji '■ ' ■ ■ B«SI "X: M ' : teega JrfSSaw' 





— “ : replica of thc U.S. Enbass y^iiyiraD^as • devel oped * 3 t’ 


:*'i* •■ :'.'*• 


repor-| 

,.,- --nyageots partidpatuig in~ibe . _1 W1 , 

.•on p a ge V^Vy2-~: ' 1 



. •■V- : :-',‘ \v ? ' : 3 *! V* !>'*' J*:u> V ; : ; -v 5 ? --* 



a- J 


: A replica of theU.S.' Embassy in Tehran 
’/.was fashioned. at nearby' Camp Peary/ and * 
.-.used for almost 30 practice missions’ by the 
I comm andos who pa rtici na ted in the’ aborted ' 
i rescue of American hostages last week.; So 
• reports the New York Daily . News; . in its 
) Tuesday editions. [■!: 

; |C /f, Harrisoh^Rainie, • -whei -coVeirs| : : the 
. military arid Capitol HilTfor the newspaper, 
:gaye ,a detailed: account of how' theiU.S. 

. ?-> 1 riMn ,-vrl 1 A Alim lUA 



embassycaptors.weretobe“cut dowii”with 
gas garrotes and guns with silencers.Then a 
squadrpn of giant Navy helicopters 'was to 
swoop in and whisk all the Americans back 
•'to the desert airfield where revved-up C-130 , 
transports were waiting to take off to 
freedom. o ' •■' 

r '• Rainie Wrote: “Months of preparations 
would have come into play once the team 
was at ' the embassy/ wall. As almost 30 
practice missions at an embassy replica the 


j • “ VW; JVIU .VTiUI- O/iljpctU icily: 

Iranians; to move around the perimeter of 
. the embassy, , cutting phone : arid "electric 

I nnuf linos A 1 aIm ■ A A..: * 12 .” 'il 



embassy to allow trucks ; to roar in to the 
^rescue. Rainie.:,wrote -that the- remaining 


vv*fc kw^iiyuc , anu cicuu ic lines. n»acn 
coriimando had an assignment ^ wipe but a 
technical gadget or take out a guard/V^^ 

i ‘ Rainip nnl Ko raonUnA r..^uU 


.'p »■: ~ ' **'-'*• ww.*vMvn^u iui iuuuu 

comment about the Camp Peary connection, 
but a Daily News editor in the Washington 
bureau. Prank Jackman, said the training at 
the ; sprawling CIA base was limited to 
ground exercises and that the flight portion 
of the training was conducted at Nellis Air 
Force Base out West. . ' i 

c v Jackman said it was his understanding 
from Rainie tha t the CIA did not par tieipate 
in the Camp Peary training except to 
provide the replica. “He did not believe the 
CIA was actively involved there. If they 
were, he would have put in the story.” j.- 


I ’ 
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LONDON DAILY TELEGRAPH 
30 April 1980 



..... ■issmai’embassrns 

few *! f . 1-si -s& 

By CLARE vHOLLXNGW ORTH, : Defence Correspondent 
-Tl ' — ' n Afl A morirtinc ^ ria? .Trillin' of ■' ITT-- Tran :S . 



■ 1 ‘ * J ♦■aomc" WuOW ,• TUUkiaO - 4 .X ttmiBJ}*? f U 1 ICU! 

.{were •; also pan eluded?, in, teams -. , .'.includes‘. spells 'iii^Britain;.with- 

j.1 ! - ■ 1 **2 : ♦ ' _ • 


.the'-* speciaJ ^Airi\Services:. .-af 
Hereford-^-the - teams :' included 
students carryi ng - .^.genuine 


teams"'- in -VTeberan- • an d . other, 
urban rr areas^vtjf t ; Iran^ The 
gen eral feeling: is * that a s they 
never .speakrEnglish ^and : carry: 

Turkish, Egyptian^ or 5 Pakistani 
passports they will: not be dis-, 
covered; rr:, - ; > . -3 

»\ A; i •- *' »*• . ' * . T - • v 

| v ; ' ; Airstrip' 

; ;‘ A The first .team to-'enter Iran, 
inspected several - disused -'air- 
strips . but chose > one f ’ in Ath e 
desert . near- Tabas- :.as ' their 
main communications and oper- 
ational:. headquarters. Other 
teams arrived .to disappear 
among. .Teheran's large middle 
class..;— • 

..-Iranian ^infiltrators; made con- 
tact,: with -the militants guard- 
ing- the hostages* through the 
university - aod* r obtained; . de- 
t ail e d> irif 0 rmatibii %about • th e ir 
relations,, with vthe -police^ coro-j 
miinications with them and the 
guards'- organisations; { ; ; ;•* j 
. 7 ^The JranianTinembersTof, the 
teams [also 7 persuaded..' several 
, of^ the:/ V guards k to ; . become 
, “moles"?.: insid e* the J : emba ssy I 
fTeady - to :assist r m-'the ; escape 
of ‘the) hostagi^^^^ : ?v^ ■ 
jfe Th e -tea m s repotted-- that th e^ 

•va stv ma j ority“: c of - tb e> Iran i anl 
middle class- is>tired :x df what 1 ! 
they^ - call 4 “mob' - 'rule"/ sbn 
fearful -that they will he taken; 
over- byvi the -vstiil-ill ega4 : ] pro-? 

Russian. Tudeh /->* Communist 
p arty . ,V. . . : TV>d < r-ii 
One * of the /main- objectives 
of the teams- was to cause con- 
fusion at the.; -time '^of the 
rescue ; not only, in the capital 
but- throughout the country.;;: -i 
; Streets - would ^have been 
blocked with, the cars of mem- 
bers of the middle classes who 
had .» agreed to co-operate.' 

Bombs would > have been de-\ 
donated 1 and T *hres started • •? 

Ira nian members of the 
teams had arrranged that' the 
nine of the hostages accused 
of spying would be the first to 1 
be evacuated to Tabas in heli-i 
copters belonging to the Iran- 
ian Army and piloted by Iran-*! 
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'ARTICLE ‘APPEARED LONDON DAILY TELEGRAPH 

ON PAGE — 28 APRIL 1980 




C 



" rjvivb te am s ’tit special 'agents who hacF befif mftltraled.f ^ ' | 



;:hostage|from:Teheran|it-' ; ; 
Ava^/disclcisid l/est^day/’*' j 

| ^The ; teams^ri‘e^i^ad(f?up 
of agents' from thewCeiitraLj 
intelligence; Agency '"and ithe; 
/other* of ; commaiidos : >ffontl 
5the.> Ameri ca n; 'S p eciaf Forces 
1 — ; are. still hiding. :ih/iran^; 

■T /American*; offiria Is /confirmed 
that .' t e a ms? ^hact entered^ Iran, 
fusing: ^ forged:.>passTportSi'^ v*imt 



... fob 

: -• .Nfsfohcn **wbasv.* -j?- 

Shfril.^^ 

.. . ..j.. . K Sfincnr'’! N-, ; • 

SAUDI Abbas : :~j> : 


■ agents" being left'.ito' fead^for ; 
themselves.'-' " ‘ 1 

. ; pj a n_cail ed / fp.rjhe . .90 J 

^Vtrong^rescu enforce* to link* up] 
’with* ; th e ... a gen U and comm an- 
- dor- at Damavand and; to rest 
th e re-'unttf. F ridayv The . **et\ts 
.an d/ co m m and os?:. >v e re..-, then- to 
lead f the : . troops isio Teheran 


i .But Fu n know rv . to /. th ejf: agents 


I -! 




r would: jnot.' discussi howMt rwasi 


/linked *rji p.^with 'Irani ansj^sym 
; pathetic Ato 1 the- American vcaiisef 
l :and'^tO; beFunder;* their* pfotec 

“-'•‘President .Carter’ ordered Uh'e 
tea *ras- to J> e gib d n filtra tin g /kan 
.-in* . Jahuary^in -preparation^for 
tbe/re^cu e attempt. The^^were 
-4ord : to m akef4 ;tb orougfrlrecDn- 

•jtia]ssance_„y.o£- /the- /American 
Em bass W r Cdmpbuh d 1 in -T eh erah 
irwhefe SO 'hostagesVvrere^-bein g 
• held and /to v establish ^‘^ecure 
base"’- "nearjrrDamara od;^jhVa‘ 
- un ta i no us w.a re^.^ea s t_W<> f 
: :T-ehffran.;>v‘V3^'.-’ *fr.W- Y*- : 

1 ; k 'Tb ? v^y e re^alfoT .tb’;l)V.y,TehT- 
i, ciiif. f “in- tbCfinal\assau:!.t 
on; -th e m b*:? Wy:' *■ ;**/ ^ yy „ 
>h'‘ La^tTTh ursdav tbeiSr entsran d 
•fOTimndns:: .'vererr.rniting rat 
D anrayah d ; /for “rWh e >v *jescu e 
i irbr»T>si- i “v.’h<r. rfiver i h 

‘ helicopters. But ' the rnishaos 
lp*h ich_pla gu p d _ he- _ troops Vjn 
the desert 200 ~mife* ? south/-of 
-Teh e r ah' I c‘d ' t o"t h c whole opera* 
-tiwt -benrgr*a b a n do n ed-a n d- dh e 


vFThfr hrstrstopFwas* to :be-a t -a 
wareh ouse* on- the r o u-tski rts of 
th e - ci ty where' a, fin al 'briefing 4 
would/ ; take '/placbi.-r . Then:*' ?t he i 
troops.. .commandosAacd agents j 
were to ;.moveVintp : ;tiie> centre ; 
of. the/ aty^forp the- attack, on i 
the compound. u. • / ; V>- ‘ l 

'Fro m’blue p ri nts; o f : the - era--] 
bassy ; every room, and; corridor ] 
: \vasv known.. Even .the routes of * 
telephone: lines /had- been \ 
mapoed and selected comman- i 
dos- told offr toi ait them : during ! 
the initial assault:. Officials dis- i 
counted; reports - that the? res- 
cuers were to use- a hon-lethal 
chemical to ^dfsable . the ,mili- 
t ants h olding- ; th e host ages r " 

- Once the captors were over- 
powered.. the rescuers were- to 
call in . the helicopters ;by radio;- 
If the. helicopters had ’trouble 
landing Jn the. comoound^ the 
rescue rs-and.^ the ^hos ta gey were* 
to drive to. the Ampadieh foot- 
ball - stadium a ‘ few hundred 
yards 1 away- to board the heli- 
copters. yv.v; r y 

.T The ; helicopters were to fly 
to— a ' render/ous- with C-150 
dr.ansDort ^aircraft'- at* an ^abaii- 
doned airstrip west of Teheran 
where •.tfie/helicopters?.weFei to 
;b€w : a ban doned:? -ysiTtys 


arid*: /commandos; waiting -;at 
*D anra van d t th e - mission. was 
.abandoned ... -*a f ter>; the-'- rescue 
troops/; lost'-'thre^Vh eK cop tefs. 
-Th eh^' ca me/ : - tfre r- cotHsioh ; be*. 
tween** a- heiicopter-.andvmne’' of 
the .0130 ?!anes r .with:. the'.16ss 
.of-.“eight: lives, y' ^ V- / 

f-yjhe/: Armed Forces and Atili- 
tary^r:- Affairs “i Committees- v '*‘of 
Congress are expected -to- hold 
iinpuiries .into.- the - failed ~mis~ 
sion iit ; the ■ comi ng\ weeks .a nil 
some of. the, main- questions Will 
. centre:-;. on the: .breakdown ? of 
.the* - helicopters. -V*?; r - 

//-JTh'e /rescue^ troops/, were^. part 
of .the so-called Blue Light anti- 
terrorist, unit which -is. based at 
Fort- Braggs in* North Carolina. 
The .troops are also known as 
Charlie's: - Angels ”;W because , 
they . are . under the command? 
cL Col' Charles .Beckwiths .who 
/vasv'.^/.Green .Beret'/ (Special 
Forces) .commander in. the* Viet- 
nam.,- VV a^.y/: ii) ; « *.-• i - - :/• W /s? 
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'ARTICLE APPEARED 
C V PAGE 


NEW YORK TIMES 
5 MAY 1980 


[Editors, in Note to Gaiter, Assail 
Policy onC.UA. Use of Reporters 


-.-osa. 




The American Society of Newspaper 
Editors has written a. letter to President 
Carter, expressing concern over his post 
tion on the use of American journalists by 
the Central Intelligence Agency., - r 
The letter, dated April 18 and' made 
public by the society for publication 
today, referred specifically to remarks 
made by Adm. Stansfield-Tumer, the Di- 
rector of Central Intelligence, whence 
addressed the organization's convention 
in Washington April 10* Admiral Turner 
I told the editors that he would not hesitate 
• to recruit journalists as agents in given 
situations if he felt that it was in the na- 
tional interest to do so. The President 
said later that he supported the director’s 
position, a c ' ’ 

, Admiral Turner’s comments rekindled 
a controversy that had been thought laid 
to rest in 1978 when George Bush, then Di- 
rector of Central Intelligence, announced 
that the agency would no longer enter 
into paid relationships with part-time or 
full-time news correspondents accredited 
‘ by any American news organizations. 

The . following year the intelligence 
agency, under Admiral Turner, restated 
the prohibition on the use of journalists, 
but added that exceptions could be made 
with the specific approval of the director. 
This proviso went unnoticed by many ob- 
servers in the press; who thought that the 
ban on using journalists as agents was 
still in effect., ... •- 

Credibility of Journalists 
The letter to the President was signed 
by Thomas Winship, editor of The Boston 
Globe and president of the national edi- 
tors* group, and Charles W. Bailey, presi- 
dent of the group’sJFreedom of Informa- 
tion Committee and editor of The Min- 
neapolis Tribune. It saidr * ' ^ v- v 

4 ’At issue in this matter, we believe, is 
not merely the ability of American jour- 
nalists to operate effectively, but the 
credibility of the American press at home 


By DEIRDRE CARMODY 


the 


and abroad ~ and in some cases 
physical safety of correspondents. 
v-“We believe the Administration simply 
does not understand why we are so con- 
cerned about this: If our concern were 
fully understood, we believe, the policy 
would surely be different. We would ap- 
preciate an opportunity to discuss this 
matter with you personally.” . 

/ For many editors, one of the most trou- 
blesome aspects of Admiral Turner’s re- 
marks to the society was his evident mis- 
understanding of how the press felt on the 
issue. At one point, he called the editors 
“naive” and suggested that journalists | 
should consider it an honor to be asked' to 
serve their country. He said he thought 
most- journalists would be “patriotic 
enough to do this.” ....... 

Protests in Editorials 
A number of klitorials on the subject 
have appeared in newspapers around the 
country. The Wichita, Kansas, Eagle, in 
an editorial titled “Memo to Stansfield 
Turner,” said: “One thing that sets the! 
American press apart from many of its: 
counterparts elsewhere is that it is free, \ 
not only from government control, as pre- j 
scribed by the Constitution, but also from j 
government influence. The latter is even j 
more sinister than the former, and it is! 
because the press in so many nations does 
work closely with the government in 
power that American news people are so 
often suspect when they go abroad. 

You correctly said that it would be 
‘naive’ to think foreign governments re- 
gard United States journalists as being 
above reproach. But that hardly means 
you should confirm those governments* 
worst fears by revealing that the Cl. A. 
does indeed ask journalists to spy for it on 
occasion. ” * ■ ' ****** 

A spokesman for the White House ac- 
knowledged receipt by the President of 
the society’s letter, but said it had not yet 
responded to it. v*> • 
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ARTICLE APPSAaso THE WASH iNGTON STAR (GREEN LIME) 

o:j page AM 2. 8 May 1980 

Bayh Asks FBI Chief 

- 4 ■ ' - ' " ' " \ 

iTo Check News Leaks 

* •-* * • - r :: . v < By Allan Frank , 

*'■'* -y Washington Siar Staff Writer . 

*/ The Senate Intelligence Committee is "angry** 
;about news leaks of details of the aborted Iranian- 
* hostage rescue mission and "committee chairman 
Birch Bayh, D-Ind.. has asked the FBI to begin a 
r /leaks investigation” of government officials, 
j 7 Bayh said he asked FBI director William H. Web- 
^ster yesterday; by telephone and by letter, to initi- 
ate the investigation of the leaks which the com- 
mittee believes may i» have jeopardized future 
. • rescue missions^-. "4 Vi? '"&%/ '* 

The committee chairman^said he informed 
other committee members Tuesday about his de- 
sire to request an FBI “leaks investigation,” and al- 
' though the committee did not take a formal vote, 

. it agreed with the request^ , 

‘Everybody (on the committee) was irate about 
this, indignant that this is goirigon; and some- 
thing has got to be done to stop it,” Bayh said. The 
committee response when heinformed them that 
he was going, to ask for the investigation was, “Go 
to it.” '.V.-r:;- 

: The FBI is needed, Bayh said, because the CIA is 
not “an investigative body” and earlier committee 

efforts'tb trace the leaks about theTranian mis- 
XsionrUtSr and Russian involvmentin- Afghanistan 
and about details of the SALT talks had failed. 

. Baylr asked Webster “to mobilize whatever 
- forces-' are necessary.” to conduct a . leak investiga- 
tion because recent news stories about the ill- 
fated rescue- missionare a “devastating practice’" 

. that could jeopardize “people who are still there 
(inlran)v^^ -.'y : ■; •- ' ^ J. • 

Bayh declined to release his letter to Webster on 
grounds that it might be a violation of national se- 
curity. Bayh said Webster said/‘He‘d look, into it 
Tight away.; .... he certainlyithought. the leak* 

. situation was tragic/*' >? 

'T don’t know where they (the leate) are corn- 
ling from, but I want them stopped,” said Bayh. , 

; “We need to find out who they are, and wp ought" 
t? prosecute. them/’ 

The senator: acknowledged: that/prosecutioaZ 
might be undesirable because it wouidrrequireZ 
confirmation, of details about the attempted raid.-* 
But/he added,/Tf we find out who’s dbing this and ■ 
•kick their rear end put of goyernment,..that’s:.ar 

; - Presideht.Carter informed almost no on^bn^ 
Capitol Hiiraboutthe-raid r in advance,. Bayh noted,, 
and in subsequent briefings for Congress/there 
were not many details given about the plans that 
would have been carried out had the first phase of * 
the operation not failed in Iran’s Great Salt Desert Z 
Saying he had been briefed “rather fully,” about 
- the Iranian mission, even though other members 

of the intelligence committee had not, Bayh said ‘ 
he was confident of* his knowledge about what 
constituted leaks that seriously breeched national,! 

saa,- # , ; , J 


Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 



- Approved For Release 2009/06/05 : CIA-RDP05T00644R000501 380001 -7 

R.SUYE.R. 


tfRM-lRAN-LSAKSi 

JfiSfHMTON? n-zr ?* Reuter - Sens toe Birch Bath today urged 
FBI Director Gillian Hess tee to investigate leaks of secret 

INFORMATION AS OUT THE ABORTIVE COMMANDO RAID IN IRAN AND U.S. 
INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS. 

The Indiana Democrat? chairman of the Senate Intelligence 

LOHMTTTEEj ASKED Hr WEBSTER IN a LETTER TO * * M ns T j liP u M AT F v ? jy 
FORCES’ ARE NECESSARY TO INVESTIGATE AND PUT AN END TO THIS 
UNCONSCIONABLE AND DESTRUCTIVE PRACTICE . ' ? 


H ft d B T H SB 1 0 BT B PR ESS CO M FE ft E H C E 

THAT IF 

x ? >3 .v T 


INFORMATION 

PUBLISHED ABOUT THE R ft I D 

uj « X Hi j 

0 ft h T E J I 

T S ft E L E ft 

HOULD* J E 0 ?* ft ft 0 I Z E THE LI V ES 0 F" fl H HR I C 

nMS HMD 

:*4 u « !j j rr 

F U R T H E ft 

E FF 0 ft T 5 T H E 

U H I T cl D . 0 T B T c b M i ii H T A I S H 

r* T ?- 

i *j i nr-.i 

TO RELE. 

BSE THE 

H 0 ST ft G ES I M 

Iran,. 





ir UUR U DUN TRY CANNOT PLAN A FOREIGN POLICY? ME CANNOT DEFEND 
U A j? c L V c — ■ rt-uAINs.T vUR ADVERSARIES? IF THE EN^*^"R^ M^R^ n 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION OF THE MOST SENSITIVE NATURE? J? HE SAID. 

I HE SENATOR SAID HIS COMMITTEE^ HAD EXPRESSED CONCERN TO 
HDMTRAL, S ThNSFIELD^ TuRNERyfo ERECT OR OF: THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 
BgSNCY ? ABOUr CONS TANT BREACHES? OE SECURITY, t 

i *Ht sHARiis -THIS -CONCERN BU.T; APPEARS ? 0. W ERLESS TO FIND MHO 
THE CULPRITS ARE AND PUT A ; STOP-"- TO THIS DEVASTATING PRACTICE? 5 J 

Senator Bath said. 

. He did not specify mhich recent mens accounts had alarmed 

H I M * 

His bides sb id the senhtgr mbs concerned about press 

Khr U N i z ' i H H T i n£ H U z* T B u Ms, b *. U c ? L n H H H D * n c U 0 PER H 1 I 0 N 0 F 
i ‘FRIENDS' * MHO HAD INFILTRATED IkAN IN VARIOUS GUISES? INCLUDI 
SOME . HASSUERAO IMG AS EUROPEAN BUSINESSMEN. 

They included C IB agents? soldiers trained in 

A H T I * G U E R R I L L A M A R F A R E ? ANDIRANIAN NATIONALS? A C C 0 R D I N G 7 >*; T H > 
REPORTS, 

Representative Les Hsp in? a Wisconsin Democrat who sits on 

i HE MOUSE OF KEF RESENT AT I VES INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE? SAID 
CuNGRESS I ONAL PROSES OF THE FAILED RESCUE ATTEMPT SHOULD 
INCLUDE AN INVESTIGATION OF THE ADMINISTRATION LEAKS- i 

REUTER lots OH 
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OFFICE OF. CURRENT. OPERATIONS 

NEWSSERVICE 


Date. 6 May 1 980 
Item No. 4 
Ref. No. • 




DISTRIBUTION H Tftfi Z - .1 ■} 

iv K i ’ • >* W W #4 H H j > n* W j? • | i "j -• } I K •** s 

; y •_* u ) : i ? * V ! ■ V l ! ! ! . V V « * 

Tug F0LLQHIH5 h V ft H S - H 0 V h K CO L U H’N IS C 0 P ¥ R I G H T E u n N D r 8 J R U t. U h L ? t* V 
ii c yi 5 P h P £ R S T H H T Hfi V E H R. ft H *4 G £ 5 F 0 R 115 P U 5 L I C n i 1 0 H H 1 i ^ r i £ L D 

ypujpftpE?; Syndic ate* Hhy other -use is prohibited*,, 

1 Nb i y Kt T U K I * 

RELEBSE JEDHES||Vi HRV 7? 1980 
BV ROHlHHf) EVftHS BHD R09ERI HuVBK 

Leak ing Out of Control ... 

HfiSBINBION -- The. torremi of -leaks, by- Cartes administration 

CrFFICIRtS TT-fST TNETftHT tY FOLLOWED" THE ADO RTEB R E SCUE - R I S S LO H I A- Bn ■ 
INTELLIGENCE-; .FIASGOXTH'tT- M AY. CG.ST--..1HEC LUL ^~ ... MORE- 1, . 1 H —i TKi..-.: ' 

FIASCO I H-- 7 HE 7 DES ER T ITSELF..? "l ’'7 : ■ _ - ” ' r ' - ' ' 

E S I ^ ^ ^ TPfrP’ftjfQTJT t-in j p ^ ? upp f{ ? ij . h . ' BG - NT S i N 1 EHr!rlN5 i tiii f < n r -• 1 r i 

5PILLFGS OF OFFICIAL SECRETS BETRAYS TO THE WORLD A GOVERNMENT OUT OF 
CONTROL. ‘‘"This criminal ACT COULD HOT HAVE TAKEN ^ PLACE if jimmy 
Carter here in charge of hisohn administration ? 1 * one , hell- placed 
^ P£^T. pt 7 ct FAMI- T AR J4? tw r n u : £ !< j C*PERATIOHS i OLD US. * *■ l HcKh. I~* ” ; j 0 N c 

AROUND ABLE TO COMPEL SILENCE . } ' 

Such comments in intelligence and national security circles are the 

TALK OF THE TOWN, WHILE SOVIET PROPAGANDA SEIZES ON THE LEAKS TO 
TRUMPET U.S. SUBVERSION AGAINST IRAN? SENIOR OFFICIALS IN WASHINGTON 
ARE DUMBFOUNDED AND DISMAYED nl HON SECRETS DENIED TO CONGRESS ARE 
LEAKED TO THE HENS MEDIA, ?HE FRAGILE INTELLIGENCE SYSTEM HAS. 
SUFFERED A RELAPSE? AND TARNISHED U.S. CREDIBILITY HAS BEEN FURiHcR 
UNDERMINED. 

MHO IS LEAKING? POSSIBLY MILITARY OFFICERS WHO NEVER THOUGHT THE 
PLAN MOULD WORK? TRYING TO CLEAR THEIR SKIRTS. POSSIBLY DEFENDERS OF 
THE MISSION MHO BELIEVE THAT THE MORE KNOWN ABOUT IT? THE BETTER IT 
MILL LOOK TO CRITICS, SENIOR OFFICIALS CLAIM TWO THINGS! FIRST? 
pR*F^TnPH? fl R R T - p HAS ORDERED SILENCE? SECOND? NEITHER HE NOR ThcT 
KNOW THE ORIGIN OF THE LEAKS. 

Obviously? this has endangered undercover Americans exposed by leak 

h£ HAVING BEEN ASSIGNED KEY ROLES IN lEHRfiN FOR LRTEJU,LX.RGeS OF ih- 
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PUBLISHERS WEEKLY 
2 May 1980 

House Unit Prepares Curb on 
CIA Prepublication Review 


L egislation is being written to re- 
move from the intelligence 
» agencies . the final decision on 
whether books proposed by their em- 
ployees or former employees contain 
sensitive material that should be ex- 
cised. 

Rep. Les Aspin (D., Wis.), a member 
of the House Intelligence Committee, 
has instructed his staff to come up with 
legislation to establish an independent 
appeals board and limit the power of all 
government bodies to require secrecy 
or prepublication review agreements of | 
their employees. 

Aspin, in a mid-April House speech, 
said the proscription on all government 
entities was necessary because the Su- • 
preme Court’s February decision in the ; 
Frank Snepp case was so broad that 
any agencies that deal with confidential 
information could hide behind it. Aspin 
cited the Agriculture, Commerce and 
Interior Departments and the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency as examples. 
The law, he Said, should set limits on 
the power of the intelligence agencies 
to excise material from manuscripts j 
and at the same time should set strong j 
penalties on violators of the agree-! 
ments. But Aspin would limit liability j 
to those who signed the secrecy oath. | 

4 "Threatening publishers will certainly j 
add to the costs of administering the j 
law,” he said. “The publisher s law- 
yers will argue the legal implications 
and provide a boon for the publishers 
of legal briefs. The author understands 
the nuances of classification; the pub- 
lishers do not.” 

Aspin’s proposed legislation is partly 
an outgrowth of concern over the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency’s handling of 
prepublication review powers. Citing 
March 6 testimony by the CIA (he 
made public “sanitized” transcripts of 

the closed briefing), Aspin said it is clear 
the CIA “applies the review process 
strenuously to books, sporadically to 
magazine articles, rarely, if at all, to 
columnists, and never to speeches or 
lectures.” 

Aspin questioned the CIA’s logic in 


limiting its reviews primarily to books. 
“The revelation of classified informa- 
tion in an article may be even more 
damaging than its revelation in a book, 
because of the time factor,” Aspin 
said. He suggested that the CIA may be 
concentrating on books, like those of 
Snepp and John R. Stockwell, rather 
than articles, like those of Cord Meyer 
and Tom Braden, both of whom are 
columnists and former CIA officials, 
“because critics have concentrated on 
books as their outlets.” 

: Aspin said he was also concerned 
that during their reviews, intelligence 
agencies might, excise material not. be- 
cause it was classified, but because it 
would be embarrassing. 

Any law considered, he said, “must 
be explicit and unprejudiced in defining 
exactly what materials the intelligence 
agencies may require their employees 
and former employees to submit for re- 
view.” 

Former Attorney General Griffin Bell 
proposed similar legislation in an ar- 
ticle for The Washington Post . 

The CIA already has indicated it may 
resist such proposals. When Aspin 
brought up the suggestion at the closed 
March briefing, CIA lawyer Ernest . 
Mayerfield objected: “I don’t see how 
an independent and, if you will, impar- 
tial body can make a determination as 
to whether a piece of CIA information 
requires protection under the Executive 
Order.” 

The CIA may be planning to go after 
still another author publishing a book jn_] 

violation of CIA strictures. The plan is 
hinted at in the March 6 “sanitized” 
transcripts in which officials said it was 
too soon after the Supreme Court’s 
Snepp decision to decide what further 
action the CIA would take. The Stock- 
well case, pressed immediately after 
the Snepp decision, had been pending 
before the Justice Department prior to j 


the court decision, said one CIA offi- 
cial. Then followed this exchange: 

Rep. Aspin— 'So they just recently 
decided to take it [the Stockwell case] 
up?” 

Mayerfield— “Because of the Snepp 
decision.” 

Aspin— “Do you have any others 
pending over there?” 

Mayerfield— (Material deleted.) 

The fact that testimony was deleted 
at that point may indicate pending ac- 
tion the CIA wants to keep secret. 

Generally, however, it would appear 
the CIA’s troubles with recalcitrant 
former agents have eased; Mayerfield 
said, “We find, not to our great sur- 
prise, that we have not had to take the 
initiative, because in the last few weeks 
the phone has been ringing off the hook 
and our mailboxes are stuffed with 
questions.” 

Elsewhere in the testimony, it was 
revealed that one of the longest books 
the CIA review board has had to read 
for clearance is a tome of more than 500 
pages submitted by Meyer for review, j 

At other places in the testimony, J 
however, CIA officials acknowledged 
that Meyer does not submit his syndi- 
cated columns for review. “That is not 
to say that they have not been asked,” 
said one official of Meyer and Tom Bra- 
den. 

Aspin asked officials if they were 
"‘going to go after them in a court of 
law and ask for a return of their mon- 
ey” as the agency got in the Snepp case 
and is seeking in the Stockwell case. 

“That is not my decision,” the re- 
view board’s chairman, Herbert Hetu, 
answered, deferring to the Justice De- 
partment. 

Hetu said that in the three years of 
the board’s activities, 198 manuscripts 
(not all books) have been reviewed. 
Two by current employees and one by j 
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a former employee have been dis- j 
approved. Four were withdrawn, he | 
said. Of the 198, only about 5 % were 
fiction, one official guessed. 

At a later hearing, on April 16, the 
CIA reported that, as of April 9, 47 
manuscripts had been submitted this j 
year for review. Of those for which ac- j 
tion has been completed, 20 were ap- | 
proved with no changes, six were ap- | 
proved with changes, one was dis- \ 
approved and one was withdrawn. I 

In the “sanitized” testimony, the j 
CIA officials admitted they never re- ’ 
view the novels written by E. Howard j 
Hunt because he has never submitted j 
them. Harry Rositzke and Lyman 
Kirkpatrick submitted their manu- 
scripts and Miles Copeland submitted 
one of his, although in the foreword to 
his “Without Cloak and Dagger,” 
he decried the review procedure. 

Only one manuscript has gone all the 
way up to the CIA’s appeals board, and 
“fairly recently,” said Charles Wilson, 
the review board's executive secretary. 
He said the review has been com- 
pleted,-" but “we are still negotiating 
with that author to try to find some way 
for him to get open source documents, 
open source literature which he be- 
lieves might exist to substantiate those 
portions of his paper so that he can use 
those materials but source it with foot- 
notes that would steer any reader away 
from a CIA or any classified docu- 
ment.” 

The April 16 hearing was called by 
Aspin to see what effect the Snepp de- 
cision had on other intelligence 
agencies. Representatives of the Na- 
tional Security Agency, the Defense In- 
telligence Agency and the FBI said 
they would move to adopt a pre- 
publication review system similar to 
the CIA’S. ' HOWARD FIELDS 


Secrecy Oath 

This is part of the secrecy agreement 
CIA agents must sign as a condition of 
employment: 

"As a further condition of the special ; 
confidence and trust reposed in me by 
the Central Intelligence Agency, ! here- ' 
by agree to submit for review by the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency all information 
or materials including works of fiction 
which contain any mention of in- 
telligence data or activities, or contain j 
data which may be based upon informa- 
tion classified pursuant to the Executive 
Order, which I contemplate disclosing 
publicly or which l have actually pre- 
pared for public disclosure, either dur- 
ing my employment or other service with 
the Central Intelligence Agency or at any 
time thereafter, prior to discussing it. 
with or showing it to anyone who is not 
authorized to have access to it. i further 
agree that I will not take any steps to- j 
ward public disclosure until I have re- j 
ceived. written permission to do so. from. ; 
the Central Intelligence Agency.” ' i 
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NORRISTOWN TIMES HERALD (PA) 
15 April 1980 

fJlNTl±LIGENC®REVffiW^ 

THE' D ILEMM A posed by die problem of 
fonder- jntellfgeniee offIcers»writing about 
United; States- intelligence, operations re- 
mains unresolved. This dilemma is neither 
simplev nor inconsequential. It involves 
numerous delicate considerations having to- 
do with national security and.: the relative? 
safety of intelligence agentsin the field. 
..Something else is involved .which further 
complicates the matter. Atpresent, suchv 
material-. written-TOr publicatipn-is subject 
to review, only by the Central, Intelligence 
Agency and otherintelligence groups^That 
brings up questionspf the fox-guacding-the- 
chicken-coop:variei^%i|^|*fi^^;;^ 


member, Their description of theagency’s 
procedures^: for;?* reviewing manuscripts 
written by former and current CIA officers 
led Aspin to observe in_ his. statement that 
“the only clearance is done by^the agency 
the employe worked for, which all too often 
feelsit; ‘owns’ the informationr^-^,^! .. 

This presumed agency attitude?! was not 
plucked out of the blue. Aspin notes that as 
one^point' in the -Intelligence • Committee 
hearing a CIA official toldA the con- 
gressmen: ‘The people who own the in- 
formation are in thebest position to make a 
determination, whether or not any tiling is 
classified” - -.Af - v.-v=- . - •••, 

It may be tnie that "an agency which col- 
lects; information is uniquely qualified to 
judge: ite sensitivity-. But no goverament 
agency^ the CIA inciuded,'“owns” the in- 
formation- it ; obtains;, the • people, own it, 
Moreoyer^jtoe; publicAhas^an vimportant 
stakeAin.pknowin^lthat'-Acongressional 
guidelines? for; intelligence opera tions are 
beinghonoredAin particular,- diat agencies 
are not breaking the law, "as has happened 

That publicrig^fis^ 
access unde^reggonable^controls ... foe 

safeguarding national security - to all in- 
formation.- Congressman Aspin is right 
when he says that secrecy, oaths sworn by 
intelligence agents,.“don’t necessarily prof 
tept national secrets from compromise but 
may enable the/intelligence community to 
ward, off criticism -and embarrassment - 


Rep.- Les Aspin of- Wisconsin put.it mor^ 
temperately in comments, made afte r CIA, 
officials had appeared before the Houseln- 
.teliieence Committee., of' which~he is a 


quite- the reverse bf what should beour in- 

, For these reasons,'. Aspin’s. proposal" for 
creation, of ani outside • review- board , ap- 
pears: ; to.. have ? meriti,; 2 Suck-a-A board; 
operating . discreetly; ■;would;- lessen fears, 
that materials might . } be' withheld from 
publication . more? to : avert' censure than 
because of any threat to security;: t :, 3 
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ARTICLES COLUMBIA JOURNALISM REVIEW 

on pags _ May/June 1980 



Shielding the CIA 

While members of Congress were still perfecting the 
language that would free the CIA from all “unwar- 
ranted restraints,” the Supreme Court in late Febru- 
ary handed down a decision that will make the agency 
virtually immune from outside criticism. The case was, 
of course. The United States v. Frank W. Snepp II L 
Upholding a Federal District Court judgment against 
the former CIA employee and the author of Decent 
Interval , an account of the CIA’s activities in the last 
days of the Vietnam War, the Court, while conceding 
that the book contains no classified information, de- 
cided that Snepp had violated his contract with the 
agency by not clearing his manuscript with it. This was 
not surprising. But the Court then went much farther. 
Holding that Snepp had not merely breached his secre- 
cy contract with the CIA, but had also breached a po- 
sition of trust, the Court ordered the agent-turned-au- 
thor to pay to the government all present and future 
profits from Decent Interval. And it went farther in 
another essential area, ruling that even in the absence 
of a secrecy contract, present or former government 
employees with “access to confidential sources and 
materials” may be placed under prior restraint. 

Shortly after this decision, the Carter administra- 
tion sued another critic of the agency: John Stockwell, 
former chief of the CIA’s task force in Angola and the 
author of In Search of Enemies , which tells the ugly 
tale of American intervention in Angola, including a 
CIA attempt to assassinate Patrice Lumumba. 

A March 1 1 New York Times article, why deci- 
/%Y SION IN SNEPP CASE DISTURBS PUBLISHERS, 
jTm_ quoted reactions from several sources. Henry 
R. Kaufman, general counsel for the Association of 
American ' Publishers, found “the entire opin- 
ion ... an unadulterated disaster.” Alan Dersho- 
witz, the noted Harvard Law School professor who as- 
sisted in Snepp’s defense, commented: “It’s the 
' greatest example of overreaching and lack of judicial 
restraint in our memory.” And Professor Thomas 
Emerson of Yale said: “I am appalled. . . . [F]or a 
Government to impose that kind of blanket inhibition 
on its employees is a kind of action that is simply not 
governed by normal contract rules.” 

The implications of Snepp for the press were suc- 
cinctly formulated by Nat Hentoff in a Village Voice 
article on the decision: “Now, with this implicit en- 
couragement from the Supreme Court, the Govern- 
ment is much more likely to move against 
any . . . publisher, or broadcaster, who retains the 



quaint notion that muckraking cannot depend on the 
prior approval of the targets of that muckraking.” 

Speaking in support of a bill devised to “unleash” 
the CIA, Senator Daniel P. Moynihan emphasized 
that the country must face “the reality of the totalitar- 
ian state in today’s world, and the conditions of con- 
flict which the existence of the totalitarian state im- 
poses on the rest of us.” Presumably he was referring 
to the Soviet Union. The Supreme Court’s repressive 
Snepp decision, however, together with the congres- 
sional rush to elevate the CIA to an entity subject only 
to the checks imposed by the equivalent of a presid- 
ium, threatens to bring “the reality of the totalitarian 
state” uncomfortably close to home. 
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WASHINGTON — The best aid for 
the ruler, as Seneca said, “is to have 
an honest counselor,' * 

Previous Presidents have had a con- 
tinuing group of such outside counsel 
lers in the bipartisan, extremely influ- 
ential but litcie* known President’s 
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board. 
After taking office. President Carter,.: 
abolished this board. The aborted res* 
cue mission in Iran raises serious: 
questions about the advisability of that 
decision. 77 .1 : 

A continuing small board was first 
created by President Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower during his second term to audit 
the intelligence process and direct 
Presidential advice. In his exuberance 
for personal leadership and dislike for 
the more staid Eisenhower process, 
President John F. Kennedy abolished* 
the board soon after taking office but 
was wise enough to reinstitute a refur- 
bished board in 1961 in the aftermath., 
of the Bay of Pigs. . , 

Under the Johnson Administration, 
the board remained intact, though in- 
creasingly less used, as the President 
became isolated in his strategy of 
attrition in Vietnam. During the Nixoiv 
Administration, senior policy officials 
never liked being second-guessed or. 
critiqued by an outside group with di- 
rect access to the President, and meet- 
ings with toe President were not as 
frequent as the board wanterilDespite 
this impediment, the board served 
Presidents Nixon and Gerald R. Ford 
very well — - especially when most 
needed. ... rfr- : s :■ > i ■ a ' . : - ■* ■*. 

Those unaware of the board's work- 
ings failed to understand this unique 
role. Obviously no Government can 
rule by committee, and outside advis- 
ers always'suff er to some extent from- 
a lack of current knowledge and rele- 
vance. Nonetheless, this experienced 
board maintained a continuing cri- 
tique of the intelligence and national- 
security process. Supported by only a 
three-man staff, it met once every two 
months in the Executive Office Build- 
mg, next to the White House; and 
would call in high officials throughout 
the Government for evaluation of pro-' 
grams and policies. Subgroups trav- : 
eled throughout the world when there 
was a policy failure. * r 7*7- { s?:i 

Some of the past boards' accom - ' 
plishments speak for themselves . 
Under the aegis of a member. Dr. 
Edwin Land, it prodded the Govern- 
ment into the use of overhead surveil- 
l ance, which led to satellite photogra- ^ 
phy and telemetry. Even before the 


By David M. Abshire 


energy crisis, it questioned the lack of 
, emphasis on economic, commercia l 
. and financial intelligence, Icdid pos t- 
m ortem s. on a variet y o f intelligence 
failures . It warned against the rising 
use ox terrorism, as well as the effects 
of growing Soviet naval capabilities. 

The range and richness of advice 
available to Presidents was illustrated 
by its four chairmen: James R. Killian 
Jr., scientist; Clark Clifford, lawyer; 
General Maxwell Taylor, Admiral 
George Anderson and LeoCheme, re- 
search executive. The board's makeup 
constituted a who's who in the security 
; and diplomatic fields. • \ 

With the Iranian fiasco, as welTas 
major- questions other events have 
£ generated about the Carter Adminis- 
.tration’s entire decision-making^pro4 
f :: cess, the board urgently needs to be 
7 reinstituted with an esteemed nonpar- 
s’ tisan membership of experienced 
^ strategists, diplomats, economists, 
scientists and former Cabinet mem- 
bers. The blue-ribbon advisory boar d 
^c all^sayrthel^ldent's Nationa l 


Security Advisory Board — broadened 
to include intelligence, defense and" ! 
*• fore ign-policy jurisdiction." should im- ! 
- medi ately be cor^t^^^dgivendi- \ 
rect and- unfettered* access to the > 
' President7 ^ “ 7 “ -j 

The new board should look at the ! 
total relationships between all agen- 
cies and departments that bear on the 
rrf- foreign-affairs field, andL examine. the 
dangers of the windows of vulnerabil- 
ity of the 1980*s. It must also address 
what is and is not being done to plan 
for contingencies, including a Persian 
Gulf oil cutoff; to match objectives 
. and capabilities, and to better use our . 

‘ - sdentificand technological strengths. 

;7 More specifically . and immediately, ri 

the board should examine the aborted 
. » rescue attempt to determine whether 

■ the failing operation shows a weakness, 
of equipment, planning,, personnel or 
judgments. If the United States fails in 
this operation, is it a portent of failure 
in a larger military operation? Have 
our post-Vietnam armed forces, with 
lack or operations and maintenance - 

; capabilities,, spare parts, spirit and 
* leadership become incapable of effec- 
- tiye action?.^ Cathey have -the proper- ! 

strategic arid tacSical concepts, the i 

* logistical capabilities, and the intelli- ! 
gence support for action in the pereian . j 
Gulf or even in the North Atlantic j 

1 Treaty Organiration area itself? Even -j 
;* i; il is found that there is no relation- 
ship between this failure and general 
military readiness, there is enormous 
uneasiness in and out of the Pentagon, . 

* and among the best informed on Capi- 
tol Hill, about America’s operational 
competence and combat capabilities.* 

A properly constituted blue-ribbon 
board can put fears to rest if unwar- 
ranted. Or if, on the other hand, sensi- 
tive concerns exist, : the President can - 
be informed without diplomatic dam- 
age and further erosion of interna- 
tional confidence. Equally important, 
as “honest counselors," the board 
members can address the decision- 
making process itself and counsel the 
President as no subordinates, within . 
that process can do. 777 ‘ , 7 

■\ ■ -- •: • 7- V- *.;£& 

\ David M. Abshire was Assistant Sec - \ 

; retaryof State for Congressional Rela- 
[ r tions from April 1970 to January 1973 * 

; ami is a former member of the, Con- 
gressional Commission on the Organi- 

■ zationof the Government for the Con- 
duct of Foreign Policy . He is chairman 
of the Georgetown University Center 
for Strategic and International Stud - 
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. .. , y . . ....... r . .... .. . . . . 

..orts of E*dliticalliistability I 

£ "• Chatf-aiid ‘"one-day visits ~or the pro 

Soime^Amencarf^Teporter^ have- dis-?- bounce ments of third-rate- bureaucrat? 

ported and- exaggerated the danger or.; ; : rr — r— — 

^instability and -;revolution;>iru^Saucii; -.- — n<a A °P% , ra ?; g -.. ^ 

^ Arabia,. a .ranking. Saudi -officiaI.said^;. P orts from fifth-rate spies. ”-; ^ ^ 

^yesterdayr t ^“^ : -£-*/y^ ^ ^s&MgQsaibi > did ,.not ;,speeifyy:-the\Jre» 



? same : ^brtN^bt^ Islamic Vrevoiutionary ~^ureof the Grand Mbsqu^in^Mecca in 
Cturmotf that: swept ■I^an^^^^^ , ^December, ; an even -he said wasliois- ' 

iZ was ...^interpreted, by Western;. reporters^’ ;£*. 

-proven^correct " nowh ere,* will r not ~ iu 

CvindicatfedT^jt'. the', [Persian]'^ Gulf. V:£? ?^d that contrary to reports 
KW e are noi^ a^-set of dominoes, and Sa- that, the terrorists were part of an or*^ 
'■iidi' Arabians ;hbt ’Iran,”.; said Algo- ganlzed politicar^roup, they were; mcP 
saibi, Saudt“-ArabiaV minister of in* * tivated simply by religious fanaticism. 

rjaustry/andl&ectricity^^S 

T< He said. the: fate of. ttfe^audS’re^ime —rational human beings- to tragic ex- . 


^ d ep en d s" on;t he^e e^ngs^o f jhe^Saudi^ 
^people. ' ■* 

£.- “It does not depend,” : he-said, “on 
• the predictions ot journalists acquir 1 
ing omniscience through tive-minute 




"7 tremes! The Jonestown massacre which 
''killed 900 people ixi Guyana , in 1978,. 
is an : eloquent, if bloody, case in point.'' 
Yet fanaticism pure and simple was 
hot accepted as an explanation.” T X 
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; Predictions 6n Fairjj; 

Of ideS^I 

" By-Roberta Hdrnig, 

A Saudi ArabianJcabinet 
f last night made a, blistering assault * 
r on. the ongoing; talks’ by the United 

* Statesf/‘Egypt;and<IsraeF to bring"; 

. autonomy to^Pales"tinians : on thei 
; West Banicand the Gaza Strip. 

r * a the same tone the Saudi minis - 

• ter of industry and electricity; Or Z; 
Ghazi A Algosaibi, also accused the -7 

' U.S. m edia" as- well as the"ClA oi ios- 
Vering a campaign predicting^the ^ 
imminent downfall of the ruling ?. 
royal family . He derided, such/ 

. predictions 3 as/ones . concocted in ~ 
ignoranceb^'journalists/and:"Icny^ 

: level bureaucrats^Yyf" -- 

On the autonomy talks, Algosaibft 
, indicated, that/ even" if -the United-* 
States'fsVsuccessfur in fostering; gnf; 

: agreement. between Egypt and Israel 
V by the May 26 deadline. it wo uld itot:/ 
: be enough. 

5>- “No ■ isrir* justifies the enslavement?' 
U of freer-peopje; bef'it ^nationalising 


tWhTle the oil . ki hgdomT th e major' 


1 3 L 3 L 3*^*1 . : l?rf&Those who yesterday made short-? 

[ * 3 } 1 epf gT* ■ 7 1 sighted judgmentsabout Iran are 

IC 4 « Y; i today, attempting to compensate for 

c Um / . . -V ;■ v vi >&..;■ , ; -&the£foolishn essAbyi-making even., 
9 ; v » : > A ; ^prejshortsighted' judgments about 

« liTiS ^ S^flCj.v \t'h ^S<au«h^rabm;“he^id^v^/Pv' X ’ : Vi 

Cl 3 I 1 - ,v if^TheV^ minister^did? acknowledge i - 

v' ^v : ; vlA *,.-- • • f thatporrupfion^imuch .written 
Y^--y ^ fa bou t^.by.- : Ame fie a iv-jou r n a 1 is t s 

;Jj^Wh*tle the bil kingdornTthe major'-!': does exist iii the'oif kin* dorm' ’ ' P* 
supplier to the United States, -has • ; -^.lgosaibi said the- sudden wealth 
invoiced its oppositiongto the Camp thrust on the kingdom bysits oil 
^Vbayidfpeace procession many occa*. "'rfcliejK^azzled; overpowered and 
Msionsftspeeches in this, country nor*, -corrupted^ £ 

^mally-dwell on .the good relations be^ ;^Thos&$u pers tarsbf scandalous 3 
i|Jtweenthe;United States 'an^Saudn decadehce who inhabit gossip^col- : 

/umns^giving Arabs and therest of/ 
•g^The kingdom wants mcomprehenr.v decent humanity; a very bad: naraefv 
t/sive, Middle; East settlement.; agreed : . are a painfuL testimony to- the pit 
^rto by the.Palestinians,- believing, that: . falls of instant fortunes/* he said, n 
; r ; only theisettlementof . this issue will But, he added,- “such characters da;. 


£ bian royal family/s? downfall,. At [i^The speech apparently served’ as a: 
f; gosaibi said’ the fate of. the Saudi re- #f 6 rum|fonthe Saudis to air some of/ 
y gime depends in the. final analysis gtheiagrievances. with the United,. 


^ oh Saudis themselves-.v.v-->;hi^ , ’r* 5 ^ \ -iStates,' , building - up 5 since the ; 
• yy * 1 1 does not depend^on. the prcdic - jxB&ytrtian-Israeli peace treaty and 
- tions - of -journalists^ acquirin g i|imensifying in the': wake of, the col-* 
7 omnisciences .'through,; n ve-mmu te Jlapse of -;the % pro-Western. Iranian 
v. chats and'oae-day visi ts or th e pro- !*" monarchy ::t - - :&■ \ 
u u uub^Ki^niSQr t h ircf^ ra te'b 3 u rea ^ 

fcCfats'Jfeadine "fourth-rat e _ inteli^^ 


jicr ats, reading fourth-rate i n teiii-V- 
igence reports p repared. by fimi-rate 
j snfes//t£e minister said .. 
g ^fleTwas- referring here to reports 
f f oliowingAtne two-wee k siege ‘oi 
.-Mecca. last autumn as dissidents 


• when.it is called autbnomy>: ji.^^;he^ 
: said^n a speech -prepared' for.deI|y^| 
. j ery to a meeting here of the National^ 
Associa tion of Arab Americans/Ml^fe 


;pThe cabinet minister;/ who-is not a - tacks on Saudi Arabia;* he said. 1 -?^ 
4 member; of the ruling^royal family,;] -/..'He was apparently referring to the-* 
; knocked the emphasis on autonomy ;^ 1 -Saudi belief that Zionistsare behind- 
^i,;Autonomy.means; : that:.while;,tlie| ; the-stories, implying, that the Saudi:; 
-colonial power, exercises soverignty.| J government is.in danger of falling /, 
'• nauv , es ate.aUowdd^atta^tfd^ ^-Jheministersaid;that he believed: 
. own:.parks.;.burld theicownssevyars| *that part;‘ 6 f the reason for the dire 
’ ?t° llect their own; traffictickets^ Lpredictibns: on the fate of the Saudi 

• iregime steins from. the Iranian revo--^ 

& nister- s^peechris^Ie wed 8 | 

./Here as the most, ^rident-ever 7 deliv 4 


hWepo i i c tin g the 
; downfall ofTtheT royalfamily in a 
;yearor.two7 .^T l ^j^ T Y - 
While* the* ignbrance oPpoliti- 
/Cians ahrfjounialzsts? is never to be. 

■ underestimated as ;the. source- of 
;,ma i.y; ey ils: in the world/I suspect 
;:tha^:- ignorance alone does not ex- * t 
plain the subtle and not so subtle at-i 
. tacks on Saudi Arabia/* he said/:^^ ;^ 
Y.,/He was apparently referring to the-' 

: Saudi belief that Zionists are behind . 
:the‘Stories. implying that the Saudi:- 
/government is.in danger of falling: *4 
^/Theministersaid: that he believed:: 
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Spy Recruitment 

- .1° mu ch the same wav that our Central Intelligence -. 
Agency advertises in col lege/ newspapers for pro-.. 

_ sp.?ctive agents, the KCB — the Soviet Union’s intei- 

1 Kgence and security apparatus— advertises in Red Star,; ; 
• the Soviet army newspaper, • ' ' ’ ‘ 

According iO a recent Red Star ad, tne KCB is seeking 
recruits proficient in foreign languages, math, physics 
and Russian literature. Those who make the grade will 
c fiave the choice of working in oneof three departments: 

general,. political orforeign _v ~ i I'".'" 
- political department are warned: -,- 

“Preference vvill- be accorded-activ'e members of the ~ 
Communist Party who can provide recommendations” 

. from their local Communist District-Committees 
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WASHINGTON— In his recSit^clash " with 
. convicted Watergate conspiratorC* Gordon Liddy 
on A3CV“Good Morning, America,” columnist 
Jack Anderson vehemently denied: that- he- had ever 
pubished anythin^thatTesulted inuhe- execution or 
imminent - execution, probably “after- torturer of- a 
... UiS-. intelligence- agent'’ abroadlTir his^nevv book;, 
* 4 Will “ Ciddy : ; says 7 that he had^ suggested:- that- 
Anderson be killed : because- there ' was. ’reason to, 
believe the* columnist- had done thi$;r Anderson told! 
Liddy r 

‘"You can’t name any CIA agent whose death or 

- execution I caused ..K because it never happened.T- 
don’t reveal the names of CIA agentsv. I consider 
that to be reckless;’ 

Well;" indeed- Liddy couldn’r-name* any. such 
names.* : But: .the- : idea that a. U.S. intelligence 
operative might be murdered, because his name was 
published is not- really all that far-out. On Dec. 23, 
1975, Richard Welch, the CIA station chief in 
Geece, was shot and killed by three masked gunmen 
outside his home in a suburb of Athens. Welch, 
who was offidally.'iisted as a member of the UiS. 
diplomatic corps attached to the If. Si Embassy, was 

• murdered afterhe had been named’as a CIA agent 
in-a letter published in the English-language daily 

"Athens News on Nov. 25, 1975. 

In any event, Anderson cannot deny Liddy’s 
statement that the columnist has published material' 

• “seriously damaging the ability ofthe United States 
^government to’;-, conduct-.::; foreign £ policy ;and 

diplomacy v • : 4 
— On Dec, 14,_1 974,. after four; days' of hearings'* 
l on unauthorized, 'disclosures and- transmittal of 

• classified documents^: the: .Senate .Armed SEr vices ' 
Committee- issued.', avreport. about' what- if called 
leaks to the press-of “highly sensitive information.” 
which were “a serious, compromise jo nationaj 
security -decision-making.” -Inyra ^section titled 

! “Material Facts,”- this Senate report declared: . . ; 

\ “Information frorm at. least 70 highly sensitive, 
classified documents ; .was disclosed.by. Mr. Jack 
: Anderson in his'£newspaper y column: between 

- December 13, 1971, and February i£ 1972.““ “ 

‘‘The documents; covered a range; of subjects— 
.the Indo-Pakistan situation^ the military status inv 
..OmbodiaJ-.AfaV^Suerrilia^activTyv^^l.ifrikesTrn; 


Laos, etc.— and wereTfom a. variety "of sources— * 
National Security^. Council,. Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
Central Intelligence .Agency,. State Department, 
U.S. Mission at the U.N-;Tet<“:\, y : .y: - £• 

_ “TheTeaksTo the press^ were, massive and- of a 
serious . consequence:' :• Particularly- ' important . were 
leaked minutes, of the. Washington- Special' Action: 
Group meetings, of the National Security Council, 
which' provided a verbatim depiction of the national 
security ' decision process- in an ongoing . crisis, 
situation— the Tndo- Pakistan war. Other 
documents-' tended to reveal sensitive sources of 
intelligence information. , Still, other”' material 
disclosed. secret information regarding U.S. military 
movements..”’ £; •£ r, ~rZ: */- • 
Commenting 'on the information ; Anderson 
published, regarding' the- Indo-Pakistan situation, 
former Anderson legman Brit Hume wrote m the 
August 1974 issue of The Washingtonian magazine: 

“At first his sources gave him only a few papers. 
But Jack insisted that he had to have a full set, or 
his stories could be challenged as- being only a 
partial glimpse of the picture, out of context. All of 
the material bore the. highest. security classification. 

: It was an astonishing haul.” .- L i’.LTTETLlI ' 

— On May 6, 1977, appearing with him on a local 
TV show . here called “Panorama,”. I accused 
■ Anderson of having blown one of the most sensitive- 
U.S. intelligence' operations in history — a. project 
code-named. Gamma Guppy,, in which the CIA 
monitored- communications between top Kremlin 
leaders. Responding to my charge”, Anderson said: 
“It’s: just not Tactual. At no time^. have- l ever 7 
reported^-that is, at least until It had been reported 
elsewhere— that we bugged the limousines. . .”V. : 

.. I interruptedAiderson, asking him: Wh^ch is it? 
Did you report this? Or- did you report it afterit had 
already, been reported? Anderson replied: T don’t 
think I reported.it even afterwards;” But, as he 
frequently is about: a' variety of - things,. Anderson -J 
was wrong. -, ““T -j 

According to an article in - The Wall’ Street 
Journal on May 8 V 1973, Anderson, in'September I 
; 1971 £'/ reported “r that “the United -States -wasj 
eavesdropping on private conversations of- “the; 
kingpins of the Kremlin (as they) banter, bicker and ! 
backbite among themselves.’Mn _additionjo- small-1 
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talk: between Soviet - President- and. Communist 
Party Secretary Leonid Brezhnev- and other Soviet 
officials, information' was also being collected 
about Soviet pians and policies, Anderson reported, j 
^ “And- he. was. right,.” said the- Journal story. { 
“The : CIA .. was- busily-, monitoring* the. 
radiotelephone in Mr. Brezhnev’s limousine as he. 
sped around Moscow and.out.to the country for the 
weekends, chatting; . with* the.- boys* bade in the 
Kremlin as he went.. Unfortunately, the column 
gave Russian counter-intelligence: agents:-- enough^ 
information, to figure out the* monitoring, source 
immediately,. and the.- eavesdropping stopped./* 1 The 
Journal quoted one man 'who,- didn’t think .very;-, 
kindly of Anderson as saying:-:‘Tt: was- the best 
source we had/f. -L - -- 
Reporting, on*’", this same - Gamma Guppy inS 
teiligence operation^. The Washington Post, iriSfe 
front-page; article' on Dec.. 5^1973,; .said, that 
it was>“terminated in late: 197r after some details' 
were:;. disclosed by columnist. Jack ' Anderson. 
Reporting a former intelligence officer with access- 
t O' the- transcripts of the monitored. Moscow con- 
versations as. -saying, it: was “one of the most: 
valuable intelligence pipelines the United States had 
in the Soviet Union-/! The Post quoted this official- 
as 'saying of Anderson’s- 1971 , leak that it, was 
completely gratuitous — it served no purpose and j 
blew- our best intelligence, source- in. the.- Soviet 
Union.’* 

tn an April 3 tJ 1972, article in Newsweek 
magazine, when asked where he* drew the line in 
publishing classified information, Anderson 






j o . * t UU1U 

jeopardize national security. But I take a different 

view from the government of what that is.” 

He sure, does. But a more- accurate charac- 
terization-. of what Anderson is .-aii about was 
contained in Time magazine, also on April 3, 1972. 
Time said: ‘‘As for using stolen.documents, An- 
derson has no scruples, except that he and his staff' 
do no pilfering themselves . .J. As long as there are 
. people . willing— for ., whatever ‘motive— to break 
security, Anderson, and Co. are willing, to consider 

• • L ofton;j£ 
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The commercial networks are doing their usual sweep- 
period handstands this month to try to get you to stay in 
your living room on these lovely spring evenings. 

They are trotting out the big movies, the mini-series, 
the specials featuring big-name stars, all for the sake of 
building up audiences for their local affiliates, who need a 
bmk in sweep months because that'* when the advert 
tisers look at the ratings to decide where they are going to 
spend their money; 

Just in case theprospect of another two-part run of the 
remake of “King Kong" doesn't give-you gooseburaps (or 
apebumps); or you don't quiver with excitement at ihe 
lure of watching minutes of the National Cheerleading 
Championships; or you fall 3hort of hyperventilating in an- 
ticioation of Rona Barrett interviewing Bo Derek, Kristy 
McNichol, Kenny Rogers— and their mothers; or your 
heart fails to palpitate with lust over the very thought of a 
TV movie about a videotape dating service called “The 
Love Tapes," maybe you will find some more worthy di- 
version in a couple of public television’s somewhat more 
cerebral offerings this week. 

Such as the beginning of the three-part examination of 
the CIA, which wm t»e tne entry tag next tnree weeks in 
“Non-Fiction Television,"; the series of independently 
produced documentaries that runs on Channels 22 and 67 
Fridays at 9. 

Tomorrow night's first part of “On Company Busi- 
ness. " as this documentary is called, takes a look back at 
the agency’s history, and sets the tone for the series, a tone* 
that will probably not send joy rushing Into the hearts of 
the those anxious to rehabilitate the CIA's image. 

That image took quite a beating during and after the 
Watergate scandals; and the beating is going to be 
resumed in this comprehensive examination of some of 
the agency's more outrageous activities. Those cow-famil- 
iar tales of assassination plots, conspiracies to overthrow 
governments, pay-offs to more favored tyrants, are resur- 
rected tomorrow night and over the next two weeks, as 
this documentary sets out to detail the relationship of the 
CIA to American foreign policy over the past three years. 

The relationship descibed in this show is intimateur- 
deed. “On Company Business" is not a film that takes even 
a half-hearted stab at objectivity. Its point of view is 
transparent throughout It is making a case for the dan- 
gers of allowing an intelligence organization to exercise 
its power unchecked by the government on whose behalf it 
is supposed to be acting. 

The presence of some of the agency’s more vocal 
critics— including Philip Agee and Victor Marchetti, for- 
mer agents who have published highly critical books about 
the agency— indicates this is no bouquet to the CIA. 

Part one has some trouble getting going, largely be- 
cause the documentary takes the form of a chronological 
study, using old newsreel footage interspersed with inter- 


views, to outline the agency’s beginnings. Like other inde- 
pendent documentaries, which believe the “modem” aj> i 
proach is to leave out all narration, this one attempts to j 
fill in the gaps with the interviews. 

It Is not the best technique for this kind of documen- 
tary. A narrator definitely would have helped. This kind of 
film seems to presume that anybody watching already 
knows plenty about the subject, a conceit that oaiy a show 
aiming for airing in the elite world of public television- 
would dare. 

But as the show progresses it becomes much more ab- 
sorbing-provided you can get past the imperfect tech- 
nique. There is certainly much to ponder in the skulldug- 
gery of the CIA over the past 30 years. 

Part two will concentrate on how the CIA has at- 
tempted to shape public opinion in America, specifically 
as regards American activity in Latin America in the I 
lUBOs. Part three examines in detail the CIA’s part in the { 
overthrow of the Allende regime in Chile. It also includes ! 
suggestions for the future role of the CIA from both the 
agency critics and some supporters, such os William 
Colby, a former director of central intelligence. 

Obviously the source of this film must always be 
remembered in considering its message. It is an independ- 
ent film and that immediately sets it apart from a net- 
work documentary, which probably would never take on a 
subject such as the activities of the CIA with its point of 
view hanging out. 


’* 
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'ARTICLE 'APPEARED NEW YORK TIMES 

ON PACE 8 MAY 1980 





! 


V Sp«Ui t» Tb«N*w YorHltoe^. 


■ WASHINGTON, May 7 — The Soviet 
Navy is completing, work on a new sub- 
marine described by* Defense Depart- 
ment officials today as the largest under- 
sea vessel ever built, 

The officials said that the huge vessel 
was spotted by. America# surveillance i 
satellites lata last month^when it was 
moved-out of a. construction: shed at. the 
naval yard at Severodvinsk, on the White 
, Sea*. Tha submarine, whicK has not yet 
been givena code name bylWestem intel- 
ligence analysts,; may be ready to begin 
sea trialsiiLthe near future;' the officials 


pearance of the new Sovi et vessel^ came 
as a complete surpriseand American in- 
t elligence. officials, were; stfli/urrar t*fa 
about its military mission*. : 

Based on the satellite photographs? in j 
telligence: analysts nave concluded that 
tne submarine is aoout 480 feet long’ and 
57 feet- in diamete r^ rria king it. larger in 
volume than the*United> States Navy’s 
new class- of nudear-pcrweredr Trident 
submarines^-^S*^ ;r- 
. The. JWdenb;- which- start^rdeplbyw 
meat last year; are 560.feet long but only 
44 feet In' diameter. Each Trident, is 
equipped with 24 long-range missiles.^;: 

Given its buiki officials believe that the 
new Soviet submarine, like the Trident, is 
nuclear-powered. However, they said 
that the vessel is apparently not equipped 
with hatches for launching missile* ^ - 

Some officials speculated that it could 
be the first of a new.generation of cargo- 
carrying ships, designed to carTy-mili- 
tary supplies around the world without 
detection. Moscow, they said, might be 
interested in using a new class of large 


submarines for resupplying Soviet forces 
in the Far East by moving military gear 
under the Arctic ice cap. 

Other specialists suggested that the 
new submarine could be given a civilian 
role, as an undersea tanker to pick up oil 
in the East Arctic Sea and ship it to refin- 
eries in the western Soviet Uni on. -• •• 
Intelligence aides expect. Moscow; to 
lauiidh a suomanne to carry a new Soviet 
long-range missile, known, as the -Ty- 
phoon, which was tested for the first time 
early this year. But officials believe the 
^vessel spotted at Severodvinsk is not de- 
signed to carry or launch missiles. 

>tr While the. United’ States is generally 
said to possess a technicaflead over the 
Soviet Union in the design of submarines, 
Moscow is reported to have stepped up its 
development of new vessels. ; : 


•r 

f. 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 
29 May 1980 
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ency 

■■ j- 



..V , . r. , wouut.jry to cut $53,aniUioa in other 
The, House, working yesterday on a , ftwfrr th>>iTl 

v*--**-*****' hSS Wright. 

of Texasi denounced the action- as t4 ai 
kick them in thel 
Congress wilB : oniy 


j -*■ uajr uu .4 

i fdreigttfc-aidr biUi> approved. President* 
i Carter's repuestrto reduce-thow. mucb . „ ^ , . 

I U S. intelligence!.-, agencies must tell *i„ o if^?f i .?ff 0U f nCe ?- ^ 

; Congress* but'.ifcrCut the- president^ r^g^%? 

5 Quested .aid- terNfcaragua^^sijL W vGoL -*~ . ~- - 
: tv * he ^ 'Amenca^opponents in V^Lato 

wiHnn . America .4>r votmr.to- “kick Nicaragua 

> nMJt^dcrfn^^A >nmf f ', ^the.tdeth and a'ftnouncs to .the- world 
House- -readers plan-to complete woTK we-areTturaing .them, over to commu- 


1 on it by Friday. - 
, The- president's- request'^that covert 
Tf.Sr. intelligence operations be reported 
;to two congressional committees, in- 
i stead of "eight, was approved 325 to 50. 

Supporters 3aid‘ the revision would re- 
duce the risks' of. news leaks- by requir- 
i ihg that- the operation* b^A re ported .to 
: about 3S members of Congress instead 
• of 200. ■-- r. * .. . 

-. -The change. 'would also' require that, 
i when possihio^ the intelligence commit-! 
tees be told -in advance of covert opera- 
tions. - j ■ ; /: .'V. 

; House- opponents of the prior-report- 
ing requirement said they could accept 
"it because it let the president delay- the 
•j reports: to protect lives or vital ~U.S. 

: interests. v Jr]' -- „ \ 

Carter's - request for: So. 5 . million. r in; 

: military 4 : aid- to Nicaragua .was rejected. 

! 267 to 105, and opponents said they also 


nism.”£~-‘ 

Rep^ Robert; Bauman; . ( R-Md. ) said , 
the aid . will not help Nicaragua, but I 
will only help finance what he called 1 
that country's “communist-dominated ! 
government." \ 

The* $60 million in military and eco- 
nomic aid : for Nicaragua in the bill 
would be in addition to $75 million au- 
thorized but not appropriated so far 
by^Congress,: > j»- T; h . - . ... ;• ! 
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■M'*. iLL-viy 


BALTIMORE SUN 
28 May 1980 


The CIA and Congress 


Si* years ago Congress added the now famous and 
controversial Hughes-Ryan amendment to the Foreign 
Assistance Act This required the president to report to 
eight committees of the House and Senate “in a timely- 
fashion” about. covert Central- Intelligence. Agency -ac- 
tivities-. The CIA' has been seeking ever since to reduce 
the .number of committees from eight to two; Members, 
ofrthe intelligence community say. that the fact that so 
many members of Congress- are -looking over; their 
shoulders scares' away many; foreign contacts and” 
makes planning covert acts almost impossible; 

The CIA wanted so much to do away with Hughes- 
Ryan that it was willing, reluctantly, to go along with 
the writing into statute of a comprehensive charter for 
itself. Such is greatly needed, we believe. We were 
pleased when the Carter administration and the Senate 
Intelligence Committee worked out a good, if by no 
means perfect. Intelligence Act— 172 pages spelling 
out what the CIA (and other intelligence agencies) 
could and couldn’t do and making.clear the lines of ex- 
ecutive responsibility for and congressional oversight 
of- intelligence operations. For example, assassination 
was' prohibited; private institutions' such as the press 
and' religious- and educational groups were protected 
from abuse by agents needing such /‘cover”/ though the 
protection in the draft act was not as great as is need- 
edi;: the right of private citizens to be secure against 
surveillance and searches was given much- higher 
procedural protection than now exists, including court 


orders in many cases; responsibility for “special” intel- 
ligence activities was made explicitly that of very high 
level officials, including the attorney general and the 
president. And so on. - 

- v ' Then early this- month the committee “streamlined” 
-that bill down to four pages— giving the agencv what it 
wanted on Hughes-Ryan and doing little else. The rest 
of the charter can be dealt with next year, its sponsors 
” said. Apparently senators on the- committee were re- 
dacting to pressure generated by American failures in 
Iran. Nothing in current law caused the CLA to fail, if it 
did, in Iran. But the agency and its supporters made 
clever use of the frustrations generated by the Iranian 
situation (and Afghanistan) by arguing that Congress 
must now “unleash the CIA!” 

Reformers say they are getting something from the 
streamlined bill, w'hera Hughes-Ryan just called for 
the president to report to the eight committees “in a 
timely fashion, the proposed change would require 
that the two committees. be kept “fully and currently 
informed” of CIA covert activities, including advance 
notice in almost all cases. That t-s something for re- 
formers— out not enough, when you consider that once 
Hughes-Ryan is- ’overturned, the CIA would not go 
along with getting a charter passed, and thus there 
would be no charter. 3ecause of that reality, we would 
prefer to see Congress do nothing this year, and try 
next year when times may- be . more tranquil, to trade 
off Hughes-Ryan. for a charter. 
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& PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 

27 Ha y 19 SO 


Unleash CIA ' | 

- - i 

To the Editor: .A j 

l disagree wholeheartedly with, 
the point of the editorial, “Over-' \ 
sight of the CIA is all the more 
needed now." The CIA should be L . 
permitted to do whatever needs*: j 

to be done in gathering intelli- 
gence: - • * .. - ; 

As reported inAhe editorial, the* 

CIA has had fiascos, but. -you* 
didn’t comment on what, import, 
tant and vital, information Ahe -; j 
agency - has uncovered. Placing 
restraints on the CIA isn’t going*, 
to help the nation at all. Wilfr4t- \ 
help the situation in Iran? Would, . 
it have- helped with the Sov;et._ 
invasion of Afghanistan? - ^ 
r NORMAN HANSEN ; trt 
Philadelphia. - 

■ i •* •*#rior • | 

- * . ^ QV.‘; .uu | 

... j 
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BUFFALO NEWS (NY) 

IS May 1930 


• Balanced Plan on CIA ; 


It is not an easy chore for- Congress The’ Senate plan, however, should 
to legislates responsible balance that, go further than it does in some areas, 
establishes properA checks- against such as : -including a statutory -ban 
abuses by the; CIA and other intelli- against the recruitment of American 
gence agencies^.while still "allowing journalists as secret intelligence 
, them to fulfill theit vital -functions. > agents- -This . is particularly needed in 
Congressional • committees - have light of the recent misguided defense 
wrestled: with this problem for several by CIA Director Stansfield Turner and 
months, but^now- the Senate - Select President Carter of using journalists 
Intelligence Committee- has agreed to as agents, a policy that reverses a CIA7 
what, appear to be reasonable- propos* directive written by one of hispre-A 
. als for addressing these twin needs. decessors, George Bush, in 1976, -As- 
In particular, the committee’s plan the American Society of Newspaper 
would reduce from eight 'tb " two the Editors correctly warned,' the issue 
number of- congressional’ /committees’ here “is not merely the ability of 
that must be informed- of covert intelli- American journalists to operate effec- 
gence operations. This would- greatly tively, but the credibility of the Ameri-’ 
narrow the- risk of leaks of sensitive, can press at home and abroad — and 
information; while still providing for in some cases the physical safety of’ 
basic ..congressional byersight of such correspondents." 

. operations. ’ 7 Such' a prohibition should by all 

Similarly .^the/projKJsaL/would. re- means be incorporated in the Senate 
quire the-preisident to keep the two- proposal.. Nonetheless, it seems basi- 
committees — namely the House and cally a- constructive effort to allow 
Senate - Intelligence: Committees — intelligence agencies to function effec-j 
“fully and currently" informed of tively within reasonable legislative re. j 
intelligence- activities, while allowing straints against abuse. If the choice ii 
the chief executive legitimate latitude between doing nothing at all or apH 
for special actions in r; emergency', proving the Senate proposal, Congress 
situations, y-./’ /.should choose the latter, . 
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CHARLESTON GAZETTE (WVA) 
.12 May 19^0 









W HEN RUSSIAN troops-- were sent into 
Afghanistan, Jimmy Carter carefully 
selected a presidential reaction calcu- 
lated co show the Russians that America] can get 
tough' whenvit needs to. Remove some of the re- 
straints from the CIA, the president! grimly 



As a result of, the theatrics, ^Congress has sur- 
rendered to the CIA by dropping plans for an in- ;;; 
telligence agency charter.-~Rather than { dealing ,-i; 
with a. char ter that would prevent recurrence of 2 
CIA abuses exposed in the 1970s, a Senate For--~; 
eign Relations subcommittee on intelligence hast ^ 
taken up a measure that addresses only jthe con- 


cerns of CIA officials. 


The proposed law would largely exempt the 
CIA from requirements to give notice to Con- 
gress before undertaking covert operations. It 
would make it easier for the CIA to refuse to di- 
vulge information under the Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act. It would permit the use of spies un- 
der;>the?cover. of teacher's, journalists; and 
clergymen. • fv; : .- A 

Strengthening the CIA might be justified if ef- 
forts were concentrated on intelligence-gather- 
ing. Certainly the agency’s record is none too 
good in regard to events in Iran. But to create a j 
kind of superagency accountable to no one is in 
consistent with American tradition. 


I 

I 

I 
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HOUSTON CHRONICLE (TX) 

7 May 1980 


surprising 



It is hardly surprising that the Sen- 
ate Intelligence Committee has given 
up for this year in its efforts to write a 
comprehensive charter foi^the CIA 
and the rest of the intelligence^cpnt-- 
munity. 


■W! 


The best description we have ever 
heard of the difficulty of this task is 
that Congress is - trying to write a law 
to make legal that which is inherently 
illegal; meaning,: of course, some of 


those aspects of international. intelli- 
gence and espionage which are bound 
to come lip in the course of any spy 
agency’s work. 

That can be a real stumper when one 
sets- out tor draft a “comprehensive” 
law dealing with all phases of intelli- 
gence operations. The committee will 
reportedly concentrate for now on a 
narrower measure, leaving the 
complexities of “comprehensive” to 
another day. . ;• 
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LOUISVILLE COURIER- JOURNAL (KY) 
4 May 1930 



wins 1 



By ED RYAN ••••• ~ v -'- • among some in Confer ess to put a tighter 
couri«r*jo«»7i*i staff- wnt«r on the intelligence community 
WASHINGTON — In the last daysof sfnce th ? abuses of fee mid-1970s — the 
the-* Nixon administration, when .the assassination plots against foreign 
Church Committee in the ,:U.S.,;Senate , leaders,} spying on domestic groups and 
started investigating abuses of the CIA, j use 
Sen. Walter “Dee” Huddleston can re* i^§ en ^ s * 
member going home “sick at my stom-i ^Huddleston, workini closely for many 
acfcL ” ‘.'V- -v *- 5> * ^ ; months !with PresideniCarter and intel- 

“We^found things that were horren* ligence I officials, drafted a 171-page 
dous, a - massive abuse of civil rights, comprehensive charter earlier" this 
and the constitutional and legal' rights of year. The charter wou^pl not only have 
citizens,*’ ! Huddleston recalled: ‘‘And it. :Put restraints on the C.tA, but it would 
was done in a deliberate fashion .- X / . 

The Kentucky Democrat had been in 
the Senate only two years. But Huddle- 
ston’s interest in intelligence : matters 
prompted- then-Majority Leader Mike 
Mansfield to appoint the freshman sena- 
tor ro' the special Church Committee, 'Ship — \ Ithere was no way his charter 

legislation would get through the Senate 


of mind-alteHng drugs by U.S. 

’ ' ? \ -i -v? 


iaiso have allowed the agency to better 
fprotect its, secrets and tdact with great- 
er freedom. \ ; 

Last ’ptursday, as White House sup- 
port^ began to weaken, Khddleston got 
the bad] news from the Senate leader- 


named after its chairman,; Sen.* Frank 
Church. D-Idaho. 

Now, six years later, Huddleston is a 
veritable graybeard in the Senate- on: 
the- nation’s intelligence system. Only 
three senators — Huddleston, Joseph 
Bicien. D-Del., and Barry Goldwater, 
R-Ariz. — have . served continuously 
from 1974 on the Church Committee 
and its successor; the permanent Senate 
Intelligence Committee formed in 1976. 

“We have seen more of the- intelli- 
gence operation of the United States 
than any other individual, including the 


this year.ySo Huddleston "very reluc- 
tantly” tpli his colleagues on the Senate 
Intelligence Committee that the charter' 

effort would have to be scrapped. 

■ ' The disappointed Huddleston, instead, 
presentejd to the committee a slim sev- 
en-page (bill that could make it easier 
for the CIA to undertake covert oper- 
ations and- that could exempt the agen- 
cy from | many provisions of the Free- 
dom of Information Act y; 

* T*he barebones bill would also pre- 
scribe cipminal penalities for a govern- 
ment official or former official who dis- 


uuui cmy orner moiviouai. inciuamg me ptoses the : identity of an intelligence 

rl A fc ire f ct re i^1i P 5^ lC lf ntS ’ Joint ia Sent And, it proposes no statutory pro- 
Ch^fs of Staff, Huddleston said in . an hibition on the use of journalists, clergy- 


men and professors as cover for CIA 


interview last week. 

Huddleston is v close-mouthed about : agents. ••! 
the many secrets he’s seen.. But;; taking : ^ Jj- 

a broad perspective, he said there has would not blame 

... . .... ^ c -w..- ^ the Carter administration for its lack of 

_.__1 " ' i ‘ • / [Support in recent days on such issues as 

been tremendous progress in reforming] ^ or t0 Congress on covert CIA 

the intelligence agencies since- ithe. Nix- 1 0 ^ raD0f f ‘ r"‘ \ 

on years. • •T;>He noted that the crises in Afghahi- 

♦ “There i& : no comparison no wr iii the ! stan and Iran have changed administra- 
degree of responsibility with- which our tion and f congressional attitudes in re- 
agencies are operating;” he said.V.ft cent months aboutplacing legislative re- 
Last. week, however, Huddleston ; -iost strictionsj on the CIA. To the contrary,^ 
a long battle to bring more accountable he suggested, a mood now exists to loos- 1 
ity to the CIA and other foreign-intelli- eh restrictions that currently exist, 
gence operations. 1 ■ ; j Sen. Birch Bayh, D-Ind., chairman of 

For the past two years, as the intelli- ta e intelligence committee, praised 
gence subcommittee chairman on char- Huddleston’s efforts on the charter 
ter legislation, Huddleston has led an ef- . . ‘ •" 

fort to write a charter specifying legal don t know how you can be too 
restraints on the activities of U.S. intelli- complimentary. of Sen. Huddleston in 
gence agencies. ' / his P atien .ce and persistence in pursuing 

Such a charter has never existed. And j ^ charter,” Bayh said. r 
there has been a reform movement] 1 


"Last Friday morning, the day after 
the charter was put in mothballs, the 
first call that came to Huddleston’s of- 
fice was from former CIA Director Wil- 
liam Colby. He said that Huddleston had 
“fought the good fight” and that he 
s houldn’t be discouraged. Colby was a 

frequent ally of Huddleston’s in the 
fight for the charter. ’ 

During the past six years, Huddleston 
has come in contact with the major in- 
telligence figures of recent history — 
CIA Directors Colby, James Schiesinger, 
Richard Helms, George Bush and Scans- 
field Turner.. He’s also dealt with such 
shadowy people as the enigmatic for- 
mer counterintelligence chief James 
Angieton, who once described the 
spookish world of intelligence as a “wil- 
derness of mirrors.” 

Huddleston, once a local broadcaster 
from Elizabethtown, has had access to 
much of the secretive, sophisticated 
spying apparatus of the intelligence 
community. r — 

But to learn of it, he h£s had to go to 
special intelligence committee offices 
where secret files are kept He has had 
to absorb the information in time-con- 
suming sessions in the offices, for’ he i 
can’t take any files home with him, nor. 
can he take any notes while he’s there. 

# His own Senate staff isn’t privy to any 
of the committee information. The sena- 
tor has to rely on a committee aide who 
has clearance to deal with the highly 
classified material. 

Huddleston, who operates on the as- 
sumption that his telephones are tapped 
by unknown people, said he never dis- 
cusses sensitive matters on the phone. 
There are telephones available to him, 
Bayh and other committee members 
that scramble their conversations, mak- 
ing it impossible for a third party to un- 
derstand what is said. 

Occasionally, federal agents will 
“sweep” Huddleston’s Senate office in 
an effort to detect hidden microphones. 
So far, none has been found. 

The senator hinted that he may be 
watched by U.S. agents when he goes, 
for example, to a foreign embassy re- 
ception, which isn’t often. He suggested 
that this could be as much for his pro- 
tection — to warn him about certain 
people as it is for the protection of 
the nation’s intelligence secrets. 


g&TTINUZD 
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During discussions on the comprehen- 
sive CIA charter, Huddleston said there 
has been a general misunderstanding on 
the part of the public and news media 
about the differences between intelli- i 
igence gathering and covert actions. 

‘ We weren’t calling for any inhibi- 
; tioos on intelligence collection.” empha- 
sised Huddleston, who explained that j 
such collection is done by electronic de- 
vices* satellites, individuals “and in a lot 
of secret ways.” 

On the other hand; covert operations, 
he said* “are designed to influence 
events in foreign countries and to do it 
in such a way that the hand of the Unit- 
ed States is concealed. That can be ac- 
complished by a news article in a paper 

to virtually operating a war as we have 
done.” - - • ’ . > - 

Covert actions, the Kentucky senator r 
believes, are “very serious activities: 
that should be taken- only in extraordi-t 
nary circumstances.” \ 

Huddleston wouldn’t discuss whether 
the CIA participated in covert oper- 
ations during the recent aborted rescue 
mission of American hostages in Iran. 

One of the key questions still facing 
Congress this year is whether the White 
House will be required to give prior no- 
tice to the Senate and House intelli- 
gence committees about planned covert 
activities, except in extraordinary situa- 







.. ST*H Photo by Barbara Montgomery 

Sen. Waiter ‘“•Dee 5 ’ Huddleston 
Close-mouthed about secrets 


tions. ' 1 “■ ' ; 

Huddleston's- long service on the Sen- j 
ate Intelligence Committee, several i 
aides say, hasn’t been a role that neces- j 
sarily helps him with his- constituency 
back in Kentucky.'-;. . . - 

His other committee assignments — 
third-ranking member of the agricul- 
ture committee and chairman of both 
interior appropriations and small busi- 
ness subcommittees — have more po- 
litical value, h • ‘ 

His term runs out on the intelligence 
committee at the end of this year, but 
he could be reappointed if an exception j 
is made by the Senate leadership. Then, j 
because of the rotating membership on! 
the committee* he would be chairman. 

There is a long-shot, chance that Hud- 
dleston might also be in line for chair- 
manship of the ; powerful agriculture 
committee next yean It would be a dif- 


ficult decision, * Huddleston acknowl- 
edged, if a choice is necessary.. 

A Huddleston aide, with a strictly po- 
litical viewpoint, said the senator would 
choose the agriculture committee, re- 
gardless of how much he liked dealing 
with the clandestine world 'of intelli- 
gence. 7 , 


0 
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, Should Missionaries Be Spies? 

While Congress debates a new intelligence work. Now I wonder 
charter for the Central Intelligence whether I deceived my African 
Agency, missionaries around the friends. Those 21 missionaries be* 
world hold their breath. 1 would like trayed me, their churches and the 
to suggest reasons why foreign mis* Third Worlders they professed to 
sionaries should not be spies. serve. 

From 12&fco 19721 did missionary I believe Congress win make a 
work in Tanzania. We were ISO serious mistake if it permits the use 
Maryknaflersaerving farm people of of missionaries for intelligence. Yes, 

1 i tribes. We built schools, clinics church people would' make the CIA 
and churchs, started farm coops, .more effective. Grass-roots people 
dug- wells, taught and led prayer trust them and give information 
services. The people wanted prog- that could help foreign policy 
ress, but so often leaders had de- makers. But America will do better 
ceived and cheated them that they to respect the integrity of its 35£0O - 
were suspicious and distrustful, and missionaries. The war against com* 
very careful with strangers. We won munism is a war for minds and I 
their trust, and were able to per* hearts. American missionaries are 
suade them to invest time, labor and ambassadors who win for the United - 
money in projects they could hardly States the respect of millions of 
understand, like a well with a hand Third Worlders. They bring educa* 
pump. bon and medicine and progress. 

. In the 1960s, Tanzania had its They speak the truth and are be* 
share of rumors. Many times people loved by peoples of many nations, 
questioned me, "Father, does Amer* Why should Congress allow the CIA 
ica want to conquer our country? to jeopardize .one Of America’s 
Are missionaries spies?" At that time strongest foreign policy assets? Why 
I could honestly say, “No.” But in win the intelligence battle and lose 
1976, the Senate Select Committee the allegiance war? \ - -*• 

on Intelligence issued a report that . .. - GEORGE COTTER, 

declared the CIA had used 21 mis* A" uumMnaata. 

sionarifes and religious persons for New York A ' V ; - ,£ 
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RIS TIMES (FA) 
7 May 19 SO 



As far as we are concerned, U.S. news* 

. men are Americans; like everyone else. 

Thus, we part company with the 
American Society of Newspaper Editors, 
who havej written a letter to President 
Carter, expressing' concern over the 
President '3 position on the use of Ameri- 
can journalists by the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency. - {■■ »;> .. or 

Ta c H ette f r etwu «l »' »,pticr flgaITjrttrrfc : : 
marks made by Admiral Stansfield 
Turner) the director of Central intelli- 
gence, when he addressed the organiza- 
tion’s convention in Washington on April 
10, a convention at; which The Times 
Publishing | Company was represented; 
Turner told the editors that he would not 
hesitate toj recruit journalists as agents 
in given situations if he felt that it was in 
the national interest to do so. The [presi- 
dent said later that he supported the di-. 
rector’s position. 

The key [ distinction - and the only 
cause for concern on the part of journal- 


ists, it | seems \ to us - is on a possible 
“paid relationship.’’ We do not think 
journalists should be on the CIA payroll. 
But if Resident Carter or Admiral 
Turner or anybody in the CIA thinks a 





should be followed by President Carter ! 
and Admiral Turner today. As for the j 
newsmen involved, we think, by and j 
large r American newspaper people are j 
as patriotic as anyone. Individual jour- I 
nalists know where their responsibities ! 


returning journalist has information on a 
foreign [country that could be of use to 
his or her country, why, then, we think 
the journalist has to remember he or she 
is an American first. / * - 

The distinction on whether the journal- 
ist is paid .or not was the basis of a 1976 
dispute. At that time George Bush was 
director of the CIA and he announced — 
quite properly, in our opinion - that the 
agency would no longer enter into paid 
relationships with part-time or full-time 
news correspondents accredited by any 
American news organization, 
i. Bush’s, stance then is the one that 
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SYRACUSE HERALD- JOURNAL (NY) 

6 Kay 19 S 0 



Adm. Stansfieid Turner, director 
of the Central Intelligence Agency, 
about a moftfe frogwt ated he would 
not hesitate to recruit journalists as 
agents if he felt it was in the na- 
tional inter es U /, ^ • -••> cA . . ; 'r 
Turner, at a gathering of the na- 
tion's- newspaper, editors in -Wash- 
ington, went so far: as- to describe 
the editors as “naive" if. they be- 
lieved foreign governments would 
look upon our reporters as- above 
reproach. He suggested journalists 
should consider it an . honor to be 
asked to serve their country. 

Our - cloak-and-dagger director 
obviously has no grasp of the role 
of the press. It is because the press 
is under the influence of ‘govern- 
ment in so many parts of the world 
that our own journalists are suspect 
when they go abroad. 

Our reporters abroad don't need 
Turner saying some of them may 
be on the CIA payroll. The credibil- 
ity of the press is at stake, here and 
abroad, and Turners statement 
could put reporters' lives in danger. 

. Even more, what doesn't sit well 
here is* that our president, who 
should have a firmer grasp of his- j 
lory and - the Constitution which 
precludes; a government press, 
agreed- with Turner.. • 

George Bush, now challenging 
Ronald-Reagan for the. GOP presi- 
dential; nomination, was- the CIA 
chief.in .1975. He announced the 
agency would no longer, enter into 
paid relationships with’ accredited 
members of the press;. We presume 
Bush hasn'tchanged his opinion.. 

We hope Reagan and. Sen.. Ken- 
nedy- would find a CLA-influenced 
press as repulsive as it” sounds.. 

The leaders of the American So- 
ciety or. Newspaper Editors asked 
Carter: to reconsider: his stand/ 
They asked for a meeting; if neces- 
sary, .to express their concern and 
to discuss - the' ramifications of. 
Turner's policies.// ■ ''*• 

- The White House acknowledged 
receipt of. the letter by the presi- 
dent; but there was no response. 
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MEXICO LEDGER (KO) 

5 May 1930 

A X ' : X 

Spy Or 
A Reporter? 

Should an American newsman act as a spy 
for the CIA? ? r 

AdmiraiTStansfield Turner, says, yes, 
providing he; alone, personally,; as Director of. 
the Central Intelligence Agency, approved; 
and, providing the security of the nation is 
involved. 

Some newsmen strongly disagree. 

They feel if any American newsman takes 
any assignment from the CIA he endangers not 
only the lives but also the integrity of all 
< American newsmen. 

We disagree. 7““-. ■ . - .. 77T 

We believe, first, a newsman must not take 
pay from anybody or any agency other than the 
new organization he works for. 

Next, we believe, every enemy government is 
going to assume any American newsman can 
: be on a CIA assignment no matter what CIA or 
! White House policy 'states. 

Lastly, we can’t imagine any American in a 
position to help his country in a matter of 
national security, not going ahead and doing his 
duty — to us, it is a duty to serve your country. 
In taking this position, we are in sharp 
; difference with a number of top newsmen. 

They believe total separation, as it were, 

■ between government- and"; newsmen is 
necessary, for objective, accurate news 
. coverage, 

We agree in principle. " {."’77x7 - x 
However, we also believe a newsman can 
serve his readers, can be honest with them, cani 
do his job with full journalistic , responsibility 
and, at the same time, and without pay, 
cooperate in an exceptional case with the CIA, 
the military services, the FBI,- the Secret 
Service, and even state, county and local police] 
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WASHINGTON, May 23 — After re- 
viewing the available intelligence infor- 
mation, the Carter Administration has 
decided to ask the Soviet Union for talks 
to determine whether Moscow has vio- 
lated anr international ban on producing 
and storing biological weapons, the State 
Department said today, 

In a statement; the department said the 
Administration was still concerned about 
reports that an outbreak of anthrax in the 
Soviet city of Sverdlovsk last year was 
the result of an accident at a biological 
weapons installation. Responding to 
Washington's initial diplomatic inquiries 
in March, Moscow confirmed that an out- 
break of anthrax had occurred near the 
city in April 1979 but asserted that the dis- 


By RICHARD BURT 

’ Special toTbtKtw York Timas . 


ease had been.caused by the improper 
handling of meat products. — 

However, in its, statement, today, the 
State Department said, "Our concerns » 
regarding the incident have not been al- 
Ieviated and we will continue to pursue/ 
this matter vigorously.!’ In private, offi- 
cials said the Administration would soon 
seek diplomatic talks with the Soviet 
Union on the matterand would probably 
also ask Moscow to permit a team of 
American scientists to discuss the epi- 
sode with Soviet experts. . 

No New Intelligence Reported 

Although the Administration, accord- 
ing to officials, has received no new intel- 
ligence about the Sverdlovsk incident re- 
cently, the question of whether Moscow 
violated a 1975 convention prohibiting the 
production or storage of significant 
amounts of germ weapons is receiving re- 
newed 1 attentions Some Administration, 
critics have charged that at a conference 
in March to review the 1975 convention, 
the State Department tried to keep the in- 
cident private between Washington and 
Moscow. 


Meanwhile, Representative Les Aspin, 
Democrat of Wisconsin, announced that 
his House Intelligence subcommittee 
would hold hearings tomorrow to find out 
"if the Soviets have violated their agree- 
ments on biological warfare and how 
good our intelligence is with regard to 
Soviet biological work.” 

-- In its statement, the State Department 
denied any effort to withhold evidence of 
any Soviet violation from other nations or 
the public. The department also said that 
at the March meeting it backed efforts by 
Sweden and other countries to strengthen 
verification provisions of the accord, 

"We have also consulted closely with 
our allies regarding the details” of the 
Sverdlovsk incident, the department 

iSaid. . .v v.,. " ■ , 
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'o iuiand Evans and Robert Novak 



One day recently President Carter re* 
ceived and read a devastating intelli- 
gence report that appears to eimmaceT 
an lingering" doubt that the 1979 Sverd- 
lovsk explosion resulted from germ war- 
' far£, a binding that now confronts Secre- 
tary of State Edmund Muskie witha 
hard test of his U-Sl-Soviet policy. 

In chilling detail, the report stated on 
the strength of a-wide number of intelli- 
gence sources, that the “first casualties 
were a f airly large number of male [mili- 
tary] reservists at the military installa- 
, lion,” site of the biological warfare labo- 
ratory that mysteriously exploded- fn 
-April 1979. The report says the com- 
mander of the military installation com- 
mitted suicide and that'Defense Minister 
Dmitriy Ustinov made an unannounced 
inspection two weeks after the explosion. 

The Carter administration admittedon 
March 18 that it suspected Soviet germ 
warfare experimentation after prelimi- 
nary reports of the deadly accident fil- 
tered through Soviet secrecy to the West 

Now, Musiuc confronts two choices: 
charge the Russians with violating the 
1975 treaty banning germ warfare ex- 
perimentation or production, or sweep 
it under the rug at a time of heightened 
U.S.-Soviet tensions. 

Complicating the answer are grave 
new questions linking Soviet violation of 
the unenforceable germ warfare treaty 
to American efforts to verify Soviet com- 
pliance with treaties on strategic arms 
limitation and nuclear testing. U.S. skep- 
tics have always warned that; without 
verification. Moscow will cheat the U.S: 
blind. Also at stake; as the untutored 
Muskie comes to grips with American 
policy toward the Soviet Union, are spe- 
cific— but unpublidzed— - demands of 
U.S. friends for immediate international 
policing to force compliance with the 
germ warfare treaty. 

This effort is being led by Sweden, 
which with other European states has 
reacted with understandable horror to 
the mysterious Sverdlovsk disaster. 
Muskie's predecessor, Cyrus Vance, and 
the ardent U.S.-Soviet detentists who 
advised him flatly rejected Sweden's 
pressure at the recent Geneva confer- 
ence called to review the unenforce- 
able 1975 treaty. Vance wanted to limit 


talk about the Sverdlovsk explosion 
and its alleged treaty violation strictly 
to Washington and Moscow. 

“It is far too important for that,” one 
leading European ambassador told us. 
“it belongs to all of us, not just to the 
U.S., because we are all imperiled.” 

Just how imperiled becomes clear 
from reading the lurid yet understated 
intelligence report recently sent to the 
Oval Office. The report fully justifies 
the demand for an immediate interna- 
tional move to insist on ways to enforce 
the germ warfare treaty. 

In the past few years, the report 
states, the Soviets “have acquired^ig- 
nificant technology and equipment,; 
built large-scale biological f ermenta-I 
tion facilities and made progress in 
other areas considered useful should 
Moscow decide to pursue production of 
biological weapons ” 

Starting in late May 1979, persistent 
rumors were heard on the streets of Mos- 
cow-one of the few places where con- 
versation is safe from police discovery— 
that a “disaster” had occurred in Sverd- 
lovsk. Workers in an adjoining Sverd- 
lovsk institute trying to flee the fatal! 
germ poisoning released in the explosion! 
“were held inside the facility by security 
personnel.” Other workers, downwind in 
a ceramics factory, died even though 
they remained inside their building; ven- 
tilators had sucked in the fatal bacilli. 

When Soviet authorities finally de- 
cided a public statement was mandato- 
ry, they blamed the deaths on infection 
from a slaughtered cow that had been 
suffering from anthrax. 

But that “explanation” of the disaster! 
as an outbreak of a “rare disease”! 
called gastric anthrax was undercut! 
when a Soviet general, who command-! 
ed the installation that housed the 
germ factory, committed suicide. Fur- 
ther weakening the ‘Tare disease” 
myth was the unpublicized arrival of 
Defense Minister Ustinov, one of the 
three or four most powerful men in the 
Kremlin and a possible successor to ail- 
ing President Leonid Brezhnev. 

The question of why a leading mem- 
ber of the Politburo would bother him- 
self about the outbreak of a rare dis- 
ease ana distant provincial city is so bi- 


the report does : 

not address it. 

Adding -to evidence that the dead! 
Si* * ro « Pulmonary anthrax—! 
breathing m of the biological agents ; 
released by the accidental explosion. j 
not infection from touc hing or eatings 
diseased meat— is the fact that “large ! 
areas around the military installation - 
were graded and covered with asphalt” 1 
for decontamination. • ' 

An effective lethal dose of anthraxfor 1 
an average man is about 10,000 spores'* ! 
Accordmgiy, the death of several hnn- ‘ 
dred human beings indicated “an ex> 
tremely large number of anthrax spores 
efxectively negating any assessment of 
peaceiu 1 or defensive research being 
conducted at the military facility. 

That is the intelligence finding given 
3,1 its 

>Vhat to do about it now becomes *a 
showcase example for Edmund Sixtus 
Muskie as he approaches the most im- 
portant challenge in his new job — the 
challenge of how to deal with the 
Soviet Lmon. . ’ 
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Francs hints US should do more 
to aid ill-equipped Afghan rebels 


By Daniel Southerland 
Staff correspondent of 
The Christian Science Monitor 

Paris 

The Soviet Union continues to accuse the 
United States of subversive activities in A f- 
g hanistan. but the evidence from European 
sources is that the US has done little to help 
arm the Afghan guerrillas. 

Analysts in both London and Paris say the 
guerrillas still have little in the way of weap- 
ons to counter Soviet tanks and helicopters. 
Their information suggests that what is being 
done by the Americans to supply arms, even 
in the way of less sophisticated weapons, is 
“minimal.” 

Some French officials have hinted to the 
Americans, in an apparently quiet and infor- 
mal way, that they ought to do more for the 
Afghan rebels if they are really serious about 
getting the Soviets out of Afghanistan. In their 
view, the US has a tendency at times to 
“speak loudly but carry a small stick.” 

US officials say they have no comment on 
reports of secret American weapons supplies 
to any co untry in the world , including Af- 
ghanistan. B ut a senior American diplomat 
interviewed by this reporter found it annoy- 
ing, to say the least, that Europeans should 
suggest the US do more to help the Af ghan 
rebels when the US, in his view, is already 
doing much more than the Europeans to deter 
the Soviets in the Gulf and to make sure Mos- 
cow thinks twice before again using raw mili- 
tary power. 

In mid-February, the New York Times 
quoted White House officials as saying that 
starting in mid-January, the US had launched 
an operation to supply light infantry weapons 
to Afghan insurgent groups. According to the 
Ti mes, the Central Intelligence Agency was 
assig ned to carry out this “covert” mission , 
the fir st of its kind and magnitude since the 
A ngolan civil war ended in 1976 . The weapons 
were reported to be of Soviet design, some 
possibly coming from stocks acquired in ear- 
lier years by Egypt. * 

But a number of insurgent leaders subse- 
quently complained that they were getting lit- 
tle outside help. And there are some indica- 
■ tions that Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, and other 


Middle East countries have assisted the in- 
surgents more than the Americans. Iran re- 
cently gave considerable symbolic support to 
the rebels by bringing a group of guerrilla 
leaders into the Islamic foreign ministers j 
conference at Islamabad. The Iranians made \ 
the guerrillas part of their delegation. The US 
has apparently been concerned that if it be- 
comes too deeply involved in aiding the insur- 
gents, the Soviets will retaliate against Paki- 
stan. At this point at least, any American- 
supplied arms would have to be sent through 
Pakistan. 

American officials have debated this ques- 
tion at some length, and according to one ana- 
lyst, many have concluded that “the Pakistan 
pipeline can’t stand too much strain.” 

Some officials appear to agree with Chris- 
topher Van Hollen, a former deputy assistant 
secretary of state, who wrote in the spring is- 
sue of the magazine Foreign Policy that pro- 
viding weapons to the guerrillas might be 
“the policy feast likely to drive the Soviet 
Union out of Afghanistan.” 

Mr. Van Hollen, now a senior associate 
with the Carnegie Endowment, argues that 
» the supply of A m*: . can arms would probably 
trigger Soviet retaliatory measures such as 
cross-border “hot pursuit” missions and 
bombing raids on refugee camps inside Paki- 
stan. He sees a further risk that arming the 
rebels would encourage the Soviets to pro- 
mote an insurgency inside Pakistan’s trou- 
bled province of Baluchistan. 

The Soviets justified their invasion of Af- 
ghanistan on the grounds that the US and 
China were supporting the rebels in an at- 
tempt to overthrow the government in Kabul. 
Despite contrary testimony from the scene, 
the Soviets insist that this alleged support 
continues. The official Soviet newspaper 
Pravda May 25 accused the US of carrying 
out “unceasing aggressive activities, subver- 
sive acts, and other forms of imperialist 
interference.” 

European analysts consider this mostly 
propaganda. But some of them are also con- 
vinced the Soviets have given the US a clear 
warning: Should the US or China supply the 
Afghan rebels with sophisticated weapons, 
there would be immediate retaliation against 
Pakistan. < 
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Latest reports from U.S. intelligence ! 
officials on Russia's growing prob- 
lems in Afghanistan: The Afghan | 
government’s armed forces, once 
numbering 100,000, have shrunk to 
30,000 because of large-scale deser- ; 
tions. And near paralysis of the Af- ; 
ghan economy has forced Russia into 
undertaking the feeding of most of 
the nation’s population of 16 million. 
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By Gus Hall 


The United States hostages in Iran 
must be freed, and the sooner the bet- 
ter. They should be freed not only for 
humanitarian reasons and not only be- 
cause we cannot condone the violation 
of traditional diplomatic norms. There 
is an even more urgent reason — to 
avoid war; - t < ; 

Let us speak bluntly. There are 
those in the Pentagon and the White 
House for whom the hostages have be- 
come a standing pretext for armed in- 
tervention. They envision military ac- 
tion in order to re-establish neo-co- 
lonial domination over Iran and the 
un contested control of the region's oil 
by the Western oil giants. -■* - 

U was In such a perspective that the 
Iranians and most of the world viewed 
the aborted “rescue” operation. To 
Iranians it had all the earmarks of 
armed intervention planned to coin- 
cide with a counter-revolutionary up- 
rising against the - Iranian Govern- 
ment. To them it had the stench of the 
1953 coup, organized by the Central In- 
telligence Agency r that overthrew na- 
tionalist Premier, Mohammed Mossa- 
degh, restored the fugitive Shah to the 
Peacock Throne, and handed control 
of the nationalized oilfields back to the 
foreign monopolies. 

Any attempt to repeat such a mili- 
tary action — or a C.I.A. operation, 
whether apparently internal or seem- 
ingly emanating from a neighboring 
Arab country — would send Iran and 
much of the Persian Gulf area up in 
flames. Therefore, it is in the overrid- 
ing interest of peace that one must ap- 
proach the issue. 

Neither a tricky mumbled diplo- 
matic “apology** or John -Wayne-type 
military adventurism will resolve this 
fateful crisis. : '■ “ 

What is required is bold and decisive 1 
action of a radically different sort — a - 
ISiWegree tum in Washington’s policy 
toward Iran. - , V .*,1 . 

Primarily it requires that the United 
States Government once and for all 
come to terms with- the fact that Iran - 
has experienced a great national 


democratic revolution. Whatever its 
internal problems, Iran is a sovereign 
■ nation no longer ruled by the torture 
• regime of a Shah and Savak, the bar- 
baric C.I j\.-trained secret police. It is 
a nation that will never again suffer a 
Shah servings as gendarme over the 
Persian Gulf and its oil treasures for 
the benefit of foreign monopolies. 

This means that Pentagon and 
C.I. A. plans for overt or covert inter- 
vention in Iran must be definitively 
shelved. Iron-clad assurances of non- 
intervention must be publicly given. - 'V 

Some specific steps to implement 
such assurances might Include the fol- 
lowing; withdrawal of all United 
States naval and military forces from 
waters adjacent to Iran; lifting ail 
sanctions on Iran; unfreezing Iranian 
assets held in United States banks and 
’ returning to Iran the vast sums taken 
out of the country by the Shah and his 
entourage; resumption of normal dip- 
lomatic relations; ending all Govem- 
... ment harassment of Iranian students 
and other Iranian nationals now in the 
United States; opening negotiations 
for a nuclear-free zone of peace in the 
Persian Gulf area. 

There should also be a report, or 
white paper, by a joint Senate-House 
committee reviewing the actions of the 
oil and banking interests and the 
C.I.A. in respect to Iran since 1952. 
Links of the Shah and his embas.sy offi- 
cials to various members of Congress 
and other Government officials should 
be placed on the public record. Such a 
document would set the^ record 
straight. 

It need hardly be emphasized that 
these steps can be most effective in an 
atmosphere of detente between the 
United States and the Soviet Union, i 
Peace in the affected area can hardly 1 
develop in a cold war atmosphere. 

These steps would represent a deci- 
sive break with the Rockefeller-Kis- 
singer-Brzezinski, pro-Shah, pro-oil- 
monopoiy policy pursued by our Gov- 
ernment. Such steps would lay the 
basis for the prompt release of the hos- 
tages. Further, they would assure nor- 
mal trade relations, including . the 
unimpeded flow of oil from the region. 

", Most important, such steps would 
defuse a time bomb that could explode 
into- thermonuclear war. The whole 
world would heave a gigantic sigh of 
relief. •*./ I . ; y. 


Gus Hall , General Secretary of the 
•- Communist Party,. USA, is its Pres*- 
dential candidate. 


■{ 
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About Dispersal 
v Of the Captives 

By PHILIP TAUBMAN 

Sp*d*i to TtoNvw Yprt Tins#* .« 

, WASHINGTON?. May 24 ; ^ The Carter 
| Administratioaiiv believes that . most 
American hostages in Iran have not been 
dispersed^ their captorsreport and that 
, thoser removed from ^Teheran . after; the 
| unsuccessful ■ rescue attempt last month 
are being returned:.^?: 

Although the Administration lacks am- 
j elusive proof , senior officials say that the* 
j majority of the hostages never left the 
embassy compound in Teheran. .' ■ v * 
i Information reaching the United State* 


t hrough diplomatic and intelligence 


jounced, the militants have reported 
;that th? hostages were being held in 15 
jCities and towns. Fragmentary accounts 
reaching the West described the move- 
ment of hostages to provincial cities, in- 
cluding Zenjan, Meshed and Tabriz. 
k The only transfer that the United States 
haa been; able to confirm, the officials 
said, was to Tabriz. The exact number 
£wved there is undetermined, but the of- 
ficials said the total was apparently less 
than - 


-r- - — moves appear to be 
a smokescreen^ another official said 
adding r “There; is no hard evidence of 
other: hostage ; movements- :What^ evi- 
dence we do have tends to disprove an- 
nouncements that they have been scat- 
tered.” ■■ v>,v- v • 

T Still another - official said that -“it’s 

V 1 * Sense " for militants 
to move the hostages from the embassy 

^ :th t - ^avVS 
^"5 theirabihty to hold the hos, 
tages, and that ability, is threatened as 
soon as they leave the embassy, which is 
their fortress,” he explained, 
j. Available evidence indicates that most 
of the militants come from Teheran— a 
oig advantage in arranging for suoolies 
to* support the embassy takeover. ‘The 
epbassy compound, according to the offi- 
™i s > a] so gives the militants a relatively 
spall, walled area to defend and control. 

;■ ; Support Lacking Outside Teheran 
\ i. Smoilar adyyi cag es do not exist o utsirlp 
^sayZHtfnot^ 
and guarding cao- 

tives when you lac^ 


c hamaels indicates that dispersal of th e 
h ostages presented major security and 
logis tical p r oblems for the militants who 
ha ve held them captive since Ncrv~ 4. 

‘Not a Factor Outside Teheran* ; 

} “The militants are just not a factor out- 
| side Teheran, ’ f a senior American official 
j said. “Once they move outside the tightly 
controlled grounds of the; American Em- 
bassy compound in Teheraathey can’t be 
sure of getting, their way 
1 News of the whereabouts’and condi tion 
of the hostages has been limited since the 
rescue mission, which was halted April 24 

in the desert 200 miles southeast of Tehe- jm— — ieneran ” 

ran because^ of helicopter ; mechanical - As far as the Administration knows no 
failures. l ^^ obser/eTS ha ve seen the hostages 

i With the exception of letters dated be- ^ : H^^ n l S c SL att I f mpt -‘' Red Cross -offi- 
fore April- 24,; famihesvcrf^the hostages SveeL ^ compound several 

have received no messaged; from them £ B 2L““ 

since the rescue attempt., according to- .good ^ reasonably. 

StateDepartment officials.^;; parents of one hostage Rodnev 
;r T™ ^ys after; the.; rescue, effort, the ; Sickmann, a 22-year^ld Marine 

militants holding the American Embassy '•3? e rgeant, .said they tried to call their son 
announced: that their 30 hostages had embass y last week but were told 

heerrremover! and wnnM Vu». I fJtUUne was “far. farawav ,f • 


beenrremoved and would be scattered to 
prevent further rescue attempts.- 
In the; weeks since the. dispersal was 


'far, far away. - 

> Last week the militants demanded that 
4 fie new Pari lament .vote to put the hos- 
; an trial as spies and hinted that 
ctkey would defy any other decision. The 
• W f S • is ^ led “ ^ajan. one 

?*-*“*• 
4 Io discussing the doubts about disrcr- 
tsaliOf the hostages. White House officials 
.have acknowledged that President Car* 
Department to pre- 
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Books: 

Testing 

Intelligence 

WALTER PFORZHEIMER 


The Man Who Kept the Secrets: Richard 
Helms &. the CIA , Thomas Fevers, New 
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1979. 393 pp. 
512.95 

This is a difficult hook for a professional 
intelligence officer to review. With a few 
exceptions, the plethora of publications on 
intelligence in general, and on CIA in par- 
ticular, over recent years has generally run the 
gamut from awful to dreadful, usually giving 
vent to exaggerations and misstatements that 
have done neither intelligence nor the country 
■■ good. Now we are faced with yet another 
v oook; yet in some ways this one is different. 

The author, Thomas Powers, is a journalist 
who won a Pulitzer Prize in 1971 for his 
reporting on the case of a Weatherman ter- 
rorist. Prior to The Man Who Kept the Secrets , 
he had written at least one piece which could 
best be described as hostile to CIA in genera] 
and Richard Helms in particular. For that rea- 
son, this reviewer refused to meet with Pow - 
ers when the latter requested an interview 
while writing this book. For their own rea- 
sons, two other former senior officials of CIA 
also refused to meet whth him. Nonetheless, 

over a two-year period. Powers succeeded in 
« 

Walter Pforzheimer was CIA’s first legisla- 
tive counsel, 1946-56. Following this he held 
other positions in CIA, retiring finally in 
1977. He is considered an expert in the liter- 
ature of intelligence, which he teaches, and he 
possesses one of the finest private libraries on 
the subject in the United States. 


. interviewing more than 40 former CIA per- 
sonnel. many of whom had held high posi- 
tion* in the agency. In the end, he even man- 
aged to inter* iew Helms himself. Those who 
talked with Powers did so largely on the 
grounds that this book’s publication was 
probably inevitable, that Powers had much 
materia! from public sources, ranging from 
congressional hearings to the writings of 
former professionals, 2S well as by those out- 
side the community in the media and 
elsewhere. It was the opinion of most of these 
former CIA people that the time had come to 
set the intelligence record straight, where that 
could be done without breaching necessary 
security. Indeed, some of the errors in this 
book are the result of Powers having stumbled 
over some partial facts on which his sources 
flatly refused to elaborate for security rea- 
sons. 

The reviews of the Powers book present 
varied points of view. Richard Harwood, de- 
puty managing editor of the Washington Post , 
writes (October 21. 1979) that: 

This impressive book by Thomas Pow- 
ers persuades me, beyond reasonable 
doubt, that the Central Intelligence 
Agency, by and large, has been a most 
careful servant of the American gov- 
ernment and, by extension, the servant 
of us all ... . Mostly it is a masterful 
portrait of an agency and its managers 
and of their relationships to the gov- 
ernments they served. . . . the finest 
book I have yet read on the CIA. 

Ward Just in the Boston Sunday Globe (Oc- 
tober 7, 1979) calls it a “remarkable 
book .... too thorough, serious and intelli- 
gent to summarize in a review/* Michael 
Ledeen in his review (Commentary y January 
1980) describes it as “a serious book*’ and “a 
balanced work, written with care and matur- 
ity/’ although Ledeen does not fail to call 
attention to some of the book’s major 
shortcomings. On the other hand, reviewers 
long known for their opposition to CIA and 
the craft of intelligence, such as David Wise 
(.V ew- Republic, November 3, 1979) and 


Daniel Schorr (Chicago Sun-Times. October! 


7. 1979). la 


as John Leonard in the AYu* 


) ore Tunes (Octoncr 1 1, I v . 9 ) nave utilized 


their reviews as vehicles for stacking much 
that :riie!!igence has done, although they too 


general} prai>e the author’s efforts. One is j 
forced to w.-nde; how many of these review- j 


ers can characterize The Man Who Kept the 
Secrets as “the best book on CIA,” or some 
similar phrase, when the great majority of 
them really don’t know very much about the 
agency or the profession it represents: but. of 
course, lack of such .knowledge has nor al- 


I ways stopped them. 

i T . 

s jl his reviewer has thought long and hard ; 
over w hat to say about the Powers book. To » 
say that it is “the best book” on CIA leads ! 
one io ask, “Compared to whac?** Even rea- 
sonably good memoirs by former profession- 
als are usually somewhat limited in subject as 
the authors relate their own experiences 
within the comparatively narrow scope of 
their duties. When one considers what has 


been written on the history of CIA over the 
years, it is probably safe to say that The Man 
Who Kept the Secrets is the most comprehen- 
sive book on the subject, partly because the j 
\ author has had more published material on j 
i which to draw, and partly because many : 
former officers helped to straighten out his 
text out of lovably to CIA and, in some mea- 
sure. out of loyalty to Director Helms. Powers 
has presented, in part, a relatively balanced 
viewpoint for someone writing from the out- 
side . although a fair assessment of the amount 
is hard to quantify. He came to the task with 
what many thought were negative credentials. 

The author himself admits that the sheer j 
weight of the evidence with which he was 
confronted made him change his mind from ; 
original positions of hostility lo his subject, i 
He certainly leaves the general public with a jj 
much better understanding of relationships j 
among senior CIA personnel as well as their [! 
motivations — this in itself is a major service. 
Granted that Powers found hirnself forced, in ! 


CONTINUED 
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many instances, to change his nvnd in w citing 
/ ' is hook: he has probably advanced perhaps 
^or.iy 50 percent from his initial hostile views, 
hut even this is to his credit. Perhaps Powers 
had tried to synthesize too many viewpoints 
and hasn't altogether succeeded. He still falls 
into occasional moralizing about intelligence 
and certain of its activities to the point of 
making himself the moral judge of U.S. 
policies that the CIA supported, without of- 
fering viable alternatives. But one point that 
Powers makes above all — and this is doubly 
important from a convinced outsider — is that 
in all of its functions, the CIA operated under 
the absolute control of the president of the 
United States ac all times and was never the 
“rogue elephant’' which others have 
charged. Perhaps Powers w as amazed to have 
to come to this conclusion with such finality, 
hut that is his conclusion after careful study 
and that is a sizable plus, given his initial 
hostility. 

One other point to make: this book contains 
4S0 footnotes, often larded with some of 
Powers' best nuggets — pro and con. They 
must not be overlooked by the reader. 

he subtitle of this book, Richard Helms & 
the CIA , is perhaps misleading. As Powers 
says in his introductory chapter. Helms’ 
“career offers an ideal pathway through the 
secret history of thirty years." But this book 
is not a biography of Richard Helms or any- 
thing like it. He is more a thread that winds 
through the book because of his long career in 
intelligence, and, obviously, his role be- 
comes more pronounced in its pages when he 
becomes director of central intelligence 
(DCI). It is obvious that Powers does not fully 
know or understand Richard Helms , but to the 
author’s surprise, he ends up liking and even 
admiring him. Nevertheless, Helms’ portrait 
emerges flat and humorless, as if made of 
bureaucratic cardboard. Powers sees Helms 
as the average case officer might often have 
seen him— a cold professional . but above all a 
professional. What Powers has unfortunately 


not been privileged to see is the Richard 
Helms seen by those who knew him well and 
saw him • frequently — a figure often warm, 
happy to laugh at a light sally, with a certain 
arno-jr.; of Camaraderie with close friends, 
and c r: a i r. 1 y a. mo re relaxed figu re th an Pow- 
ers encountered. Perhaps the point the author 
nv.ssea was the inherent decency of Richard 
Helms, and also his being a man who above 
all did his homework, particularly in those 
fields of analysis and technology new to him 
as he ascended the ladder from the clandestine 
services. 

One point must be made here regarding Mr. 
Helms' problems with the Department of Jus- 
tice and his ultimate plea of nolo contendere 
to a misdemeanor charge of failing to testify 
fully and completely to the Congress on a very 
limited point. ‘What this reviewer finds utterly 
reprehensible on Powers’ part is his use of the 
words “lie" and “perjury'" in writing of this 
matter. Even in the index, the case is listed 
under Helms’ "trial for perjury.” Powers 
know's better and said privately that Heims 
was never formally charged with perjury, he 
has never conceded perjury', he did not plead 
nolo contendere to perjury, and perjury’ has 
never been proved, in the legal sense, against 
him. Perjury is a highly technical legal term, 
and to throw' it around in a pejorative manner, 
as has been done in this book, together with 
the word “lie,” does neither the author nor 
the book any credit. 

Having conceded some of the merits of 
Powers' book, one must turn to the other side 
of the coin .to point out that this book contains 
many errors, some small, some more serious, 
resulting either from Powers' inability to 
learn all of the facts on a given point, or from 
pure carelessness. Some of these errors will 
be pointed out in more /detail below. What 
concerns this reviewer above all is the fact 
that when people call this "the best book” on 
CIA, a vast readership will take it as gospel 
without realizing that it is sometimes mis- 
leading and sometimes flawed.- There are 
some who feel that "we are lucky" to have 


Powers volume ; ; nd. >n Ft> conir*rehensive- j * 
ness, perhaps they are right. There will newer, j 
be a perfect book about CIA: there are a few ; : 
errors in Allen Dulles Craft of Intelligence ■ 
and Bill Colby's Horn •ruble I- fen. Perhaps 
one reason for Powers* errors is that he has 
relied to a major extent on the recollections, 
usually accurate but sometimes. fading, of 
many former officials, as well as on the w rit- 
ings of many people, some professional and ; 
others not. A few of his sources have certainly ;; 
been self-serving, but this reviewer, as a i 
quasi-historian, feeis that Powers would have j 
been better served had he spent more time j 
with available official documents as well. ■ 
There are small and sometimes careless 
errors. No, Edward P orrell Stone did not de- 
sign the CIA building at Langley: the Dulles- 
selected architect was Wallace Harrison (p. 

5). No, CIA office doors are not all locked at , 
night (p. 5). Nor was the Department of De- j 
fense created by the National Security Act of 
1947, but rather by amendments to that act in I i 

1949 (p. 27). Colonel Kilboume ("Pat”) * { 
Johnson w^as never deputy director of plans j 
(DDP); he was assistant director/policy coor- • 
dination (ADPC) (pp. 50, 310). Furthermore, i 
the author fails to note that "Pat” spelled his 
name Johnston (with a "t”) to differentiate 
himself from his famous father, General j 
Hugh Johnson. Allen Dulles did not "sac- j 
rifice” Carmel Offie as a "security risk”; | 
Offie was long gone when Dulles appeared on ! 
the scene, having left while Admiral Hillen- j 
koetter was DCI (p. 60). Similarly, Governor ;; 
Dew'ey could hardly have blamed General j 
Walter Bedell Smith during the 1948 presi- / 
dential campaign for "failing to predict” the ; , 
Bogotazo (riots in Bogota) in Colombia that ■; 
year. Smith did not become DCI until October ! ! 

1950 (p. 336). A list of these little errors could : 
stretch on and on, but space does not permit. j 
Are they important to the book as a whole? [ 
Perhaps not. but they are unfortunate for the ; 
general reader who might accept Powers’ i 
statements with an uninformed or uncritical ; 
eye. 

COTTPITTUED 
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r, . 

/" nen i -v.ore a nr errors in me 

v nook, a few of which are worth noting as 

* examples. In these, in some cases, Powers 
has fallen v ; c t i rr. <o his sources or incomplete 
research. One such case is his badly garbled 
account of the first Marchetti case (pp. 
244-45). He states that CIA, in March 1972, 
h3d obtained in New York a copy of the out- 
line for Marchetti* s book which had been 
submitted by the latter* s agent to several pub- 
lishers. Powers then s ays that the Justice De- 
partment “pressed its suit vigorously and 
eventually forced Marchetti to drop 36S pas- 
sages from his book/” The Justice Depart- 
ment had entered the case following Mr. 
Helms’ appeal to the president. As there have 
been various versions elsewhere as well, 
garbling the actual iacts in the Marchetti case, 
we owe it to our readership to set them forth 
correctly. In March 1972, CIA did receive 
from sources in New York a copy of an article 
which Marchetti or his agent submitted to a 
few magazine publishers for possible pub- 
lication. A CIA review of that article immedi- 
ately revealed that it contained serious secu- 
rity breaches, describing several important 
gency operations and naming the names of 

C"both officers and agents. Attached to the arti- 
cle was an outline of some 10 or 12 pages (to 
the best of my recollection) of a book which 
Marchetti proposed to write about CIA. The 
security damage inherent in the possible pub- 
lication of the Marchetti article, when brought 
to the attention of Director Helms, led him to 
take the matter up w ith President Nixon, and 
subsequently conversations were held be- 
tween the CIA lawyers and John Ehrlichman, 
as described in Powers’ book. As a result, the 
government sought and received a temporary 
restraining order in mid-April, and a perma- 
nent injunction in mid-May against publica- 
tion. It should be stressed — and this is the 
point that Powers has overlooked — that the 
urgency of this matter w-as to enjoin the pub- 
lication of a potentially damaging article from 
the standpoint of security, although Mar- 
cher's proposed outline for his book was 


included in the sealed exhibits prevented io 
the court. 

Powers' description of Marchetti being 
forced to drop !6S purges from his hook 
refers to the later submission, in August 1973, 
of the full manuscript of the book by Mar- 
chetti and his coauthor, John Marks, The CIA 
and the Cult of Intelligence , for security re- 
view. Ir. this second “Marchetti” case, which 
developed into a suit by the publisher and the 
coauthors against CIA {Knopf v. Colby), the 
court upheld CIAs deletion for security rea- 
sons of approximately 1 6S items, which con- 
sisted more often of a word or a phrase rather 
than passages. (The final decision in the sec- 
ond case did not come down until February 
1975.) 

Another case in which Powers* speculation 
leads him astray (footnote 2, p. 316) involves 
a strange book entitled Operation Splinter 
Factor by Stewart Steven, a British jour- 
nalist. Powers w rites, “I do not know what to 
make of Steven’s book,” which deals with 
purported Dulles operations in the Cold War 
involving, among others, Noel Field and a 
Polish intelligence defector, Joseph Sw-iatlo, 
who had defected to the West in 1953. While 
Steven’s book assumes that Swiailo had been 
a CIA agent prior to his defection, it can be 
said w f ith certainty that such was not the case. 
Therefore, Powers’ speculation that a mes- 
sage from CIA to Swiatlo may somewhere be 
in existence is wide of the mark. Powers con- 
tinues that “the fact Steven cannot reproduce 
such a text is no evidence it is not still buried 
in the files somewhere.” A few discreet 
questions would have saved Powers from 
leaning on a very weak reed indeed. 

One Powers subject is possible CIA assas- 
sinations. Obviously, he has much congres- 
sional testimony and reports from which to 
draw and, by and large, despite a little waffl- 
ing, he comes to the same conclusions with 
which we are all familiar, especially as in- 
volves Castro. However, he does conclude 
that CIA would have engaged in such en- 
deavors only with approval from the highest 


authority —never as an agency venture on its 
own. This reviewer ice Is that Powersbuxi on 
*• abject is serr-ew hat w eak when he comes 
to :hc murders of Diem and Trujillo, in neither 
of which did CIA have 3 hand. Powers also 
concludes that “the evidence, fragmentary 3 s 
it is, suggests that the CIA draws the line at 
what is commonly meant by the word ‘mur- 
der* ** (p. 127). His footnote 12 (p. 335) states 
that “this conclusion was not easily reached. 
One has learned to be skeptical.” What Pow- 
ers had found particularly difficult were 
rumors he came upon that CIA tended to mur- 
der agents w ho had become troublesome or 
who had come in for hostile purposes. His 
inclusion of such findings in an earlier draft of 
his book met with serious criticism from those 
former CIA people to whom he showed the 
craft, leaving him with “no choice but to 
reconsider the whole matter/* In effect, he 
had no valid evidence for these charges, 
which led him to ask, “Was 1 so hostile to- 
ward the Agency that I actually preferred to 
believe the worst? .... It would not surprise 
me to learn that agent murders had, in fact, 
taken place/’ But here. Powers has recog- 
nized that his lack of evidence would not 
support loose charges. 

-/Another subject is the iong-argued North 
Vietnamese order-of-battle figures con- 
troversy, in the center of which was a CIA 
analyst named Sam Adams. Here Powers ap- 
pear^ to have been somewhat taken in by 
Adams' charm and fluency in support of his 
position that the North Vietnamese figures in 
1965-67 should be much higher than those 
being reported from the military. It would be 
futile to try in this review to reiterate all the 
arguments pro and con in this running battle, 
other than to note that these arguments were 
often more over categories than over actual 
numbers. Adams argued his case in the 
agency and in meetings in Honolulu and 
Saigon. Basically, other experts felt that 
Adams’ data base was slim and was too small 

C0T?T TUTTED 
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byhorse for as long a s Adams rode h:s. despite 
his opportunities to present his case to the 
highest authorities, all of whom rejected it, 
his usefulness as an analyst has ceased. It 
would appear that Powers has lost much of his 
perspective in the Adams case: it does not 
help his book. Furthermore, Powers writes 
(p. ;SSi that Helms sent George Carver, spe- 
cial assistant to DC1 for Vietnamese affairs, a 
cable in Saigon which “directly ordered 
Carver to reach agreement/* in effect, on the 
military's figures. Carver has assured this re- 
viewer that he received no such cable from 
Director Heims, but, to the contrary, Helms 
cable told him to use his own best judgment 
and was completely supportive of Carver's 
efforts. 

Powers again falls into error in saying that 
Director Helms did not seriously try to run the 
intelligence community. Here, again, he 
overlooks a good deal of Helms* attempts in 
this field. To achieve community coordina- 
tion has never been easy, and it is still a tar cry 
from perfection . Without going into a lone list 
of Helms* accomplishments in this field, one 
should at least state that much of what is now- 
being done has been built on foundations 
started during the McCone and Helms di- 
rectorships. Mr. Helms did spend a lot of time 
trying to run the community. Perhaps the rea- 
son Powers has been erratic in his reporting of 
this matter is that many things took place in 
this work of which he is apparently unaware. 

Having said all this, where does this book 
leave us? Essentially, if one considers this 
“the best book on CIA,** it is probably be- 
cause it does not have much serious competi- 
tion. By and large, it is certainly well written, 
which is always a blessing. It is probable that 
Powers made a real effort, by his lights, to be 
fair and balanced, particularly given his 


original hostility to hi:* ^abject. His moraliz- 
ing on many points comes down to his disag- ,, 
reemeni with specific a peats, of U S. foreign i 
policy from 1947 dmmgh 1976. l.’nforu- j 
natelv. -while firm]} !•,*.:«' gnizing that CIA's 1 
role in these policies was >• rict.lv support; -»e 
and under the direction of the most senior 
policy figures in the administration, he tends 
to be unhappy or quarrelsome vvith the fact 
that somehow- CIA supported policies with 
which Powers viscera!!}- disagrees; although 
he is quick to say that a nonsupponive CIA 
would be the worst of all possible evils in a 
democratic government. Above all. Powers 
has failed to recognize or understand the 
world as it was from 1947 onwards: or that 
really there was a major Soviet threat which 
presidents had to lace, often b} clandestine or 
covert means; in fact, his total lack of weav- 
ing the world situation into the CIA tapestry 
may be the book's greatest weakness. Thus, 
in the end. we have what I said at the begin- 
ning: the most comprehensive book on CIA 
yet produced, warts and all. 
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And be damned 1 ] 

DECENT INTERVAL 1 

By Frank Snepp. 

AJlen Lane. 496 page9. £3.95 
(paperback £2.95). . * 

The United States lost the war in Viet- 
nam in 1968, not so much because of the 
communists’ Tet offensive in January of 
that year (which was in fact a solid defeat 
for them, by any reasonable measure) but 
because the American army, after four 
years of heavy involvement and heavy 
spending, had failed to make any discern- 
ible progress towards winning the war, 
and the American body politic had got 
fed up with the whole thing. Once the 
United States had got out and put South 
Vietnam largely on its own, five years 
later, the end result was pretty clear in 
the minds of most objective observers. 
The only questions were when and how 
South Vietnam would be taken over by 
its tough and warlike neighbour to the 
north. . f-* •• 

Mr Frank Snepp was a CIA intelli- 
gence analyst in the American embassy in 
Saigon throughout the critical “ceasefire” 
period from the Paris accords of 1973 
until - the North Vietnamese army 
smashed into Saigon in April, 1975. He 
has produced^ detailed and controversial I 
account of the capture of Saigon which! 
reads more like a thriller than an impor-j 
tant historical analysis, which it is. He 
concentrates mainly on the evacuation of 
the Americans and their South Vietnam- 
ese employees, friends and families from 
Saigon in the frenetic last few days. 

In his view this operation was badly 
bungled, mainly because the ambassador, 
Mr Graham Martin, and Mr Henry Kis- 
singer failed to act on intelligence that 

was available from the CIA in S aigon j 
They preferred, in the face of mounting' 
evidence, to dream the impossible dream 
of another round of negotiations that 1 
would deny North Vietnam what it was 
clearly winning in the field; and they 
risked lives and property in a futile battle 
to make congress fork out a new huge aid 
appropriation long after it had become 
apparent that new money was not going 
to solve the problem. 

The counter-argument, that the United 

States dared not start its evacuation early 
because any whiff of a pull-out would 
have brought the entire South Vietnam- 
ese structure" g overnment and army- 
crashing in ruins, quite evidently has a 
good deal of logic on its side. It is possible 


THE ECONOMIST 
30 May lW 

that, because of this tinder-box effect, an 
orderly withdrawal was never possible. 
But Mr Snepp proceeds through his ac- 
count on | the implied assumption that 
things wo ( uld have been better — more 
“high-risk I* Vietnamese saved, less secret 
material and expensive equipment aban-! 
doned— if] the evacuation had been al-j 
lowed to start earlier. Maybe he is right. 

He makesja convincing case that the way 
the evacuation was done was both dis- 
honourable and damaging. But in the 
way of historical analysis, he cannot 
prove what .might have otherwise 
happened.J . r - . j 

This should not be expected of him.) 
Nevertheless, he fails to meet, or even to! 
discuss, the logical defences of those; 
whom he | attacks: he concentrates onj 
describing i what happened and asks the! 
reader to! take on faith that his way — 
better planning and an earlier start — 
would have produced a happier ending. 
Despite this serious analytical flaw, he 
has produced a very readable and very 
important book. . . ^ ■ 

And one that has become not only a 
contentious eyewitness account, but a 
legal landmark into the bargain. When 
the CIA tried to discourage the idea of 
Mr Snepp ( publishing his account, he 
connived with his American publisher to 
do it all secretly, to avoid an injunction 
that could have stopped it. Thus the book 
first appeared in the United States, in 
1977, without anyone expecting it and 
without the CIA having been allowed to j 
examine the manuscript as it was entitled 
to do under its standani agreement which 
Mr Snepp had signed. The CIA sued Mr 
Snepp for breaking this agreement. 

On its way through the courts, the case 
picked up another, different, argument: 
that, besides breaking his contract, Mr 
Snepp had| violated his position of trust’ 
Finally, the Supreme . Court rendered a 
judgment in equity, the branch of civil, 
law doctrine based on fair play rather** 
than the letter of the law,, arid assigned : 
him a penalty — forfeiture of all profits 
from his book— which goes beyond what 
would normally have been expected for a 
simple breach of contract. This fairly 
open-endei principle worries a lot of 
people in the United States, even some 
who are happy enough to see Mr Snepp 
hit over this head for cocking a snook at 
the CIA. They argue that the “breach of 
trust” concept could logically be ex- 
tended to jalmost any employee, and is 
therefore a serious challenge to Ameri- j 
; ca’s guarantee of freedom of the press, j 


Mr Snepp argues that the CIA has 
never accused him of revealing classified 
information. Tois is true, but it does not 
mean he. did not. Tile CIA might weli| 
have judged that a criminai trial over thej 
release of secrets would be too damaging; 
to contemplate and opted for a civil suit! 
iastead...He. says that the government; 
purposely leaked misleading information'! 
to tame reporters to justify its policies) 
and to cover its failures in the evacuation J 
and that in order to set the record straight! 
he published and was damned. . j 

Three things can be said about all this.j 
One, if his goal. was to score points in the! 
battle, of words, he has succeeded. His 
hard-hitting book wins hands down over 
the dry testimony of the bureaucrats and 
whatever- fragmentary newspaper ac- 
counts, may have come- from the leaks. 
Two, if the truth was his main goal, both 
he and •. the freedom-of-the-pressers 
should be reasonably happy. He has told 
his story; whether he should be allowed 
to profit from it is almost (although notj 
quite) another matter. Three, his is aj 
good story and one that adds significantly ( 
to the knowledge of America’s war in; 
Vietnam; it would have been a shame to ; 
have missed it. . . . I 
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‘I’M BROKE, ’SAYSJOHHi 


_ overDmenfmayfioine'up 
• ; empityhanded^i^ and! 

winsht3 : ja^ againat.^ex-CIA' agentj 

America ^co verfeff or^iniAigola.;?^^^ 

-'.-But ; the • Ju^ce^DepartA 
.. hiiu^toyfojrf^ aUjnohe^l^^ by;J 

writing In Search of Enemies-^ CIA j 
S tory because ^ j 

manuscript to the * in teihgende agency 1 
for- reviews Earlier this : year- ^ahother” 
former CIA agent,*; Frank Snepp, was * 
ordered, t|o ! do just that for the-' same \ 
reason in j the case of his book;: a harsh 


Stockwellt who lives with 1^ -family. in 
Austin, Tex_. He^ estimate he earned*' 
abouhSOO, 000 over the-; course of! three : 
years^ but he saysrtakesVxesearch costs 


r ipffC^xpenses 
devoured j that totaL^ 4 I‘ 
own no car, ho stocks," 
no bondsj or assets^ ex- £ 
cept^ad modest y housed 

,: J T^bboksHikei 

don't make much moneyVI don't think, 
people ofrhia ilk~^ 




S tockwell c says rhe : 'occ^onafly^ lecrf 
tures ;■ about hi^CI\|t^ure^and^ .to- 
working on a novel that; he hastens to- 
add,: “has inothingV to"do^ withTthe“gov^ 


emment^j^ 
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W C; Wilson 

-^sb ’ Pvst Stail Writer 7-/ 

he .Navy: eaves/ 
Gi^ping^lup. ^berty says? the-Israr 5 
eUsSfleliberately -tried to sirik^ the 'ves- 
sel ;and kill> all hands -during the 1967 
Arab* Israeli WaKvgA^^x^v/" •• 

35mes MNEnnes 1 Jri £& lieuten ant on 
t W American sbip^wha watch ed much 
cioihe attack from the bridge, theor* 
iie|7 that the ; Israelis, were trying - to 
prevent theo liherty- trom informing 
z he, U. S- government that Isra eiAwaij 
P lining to. . invade Syria , and thus] 
ceroid be considered t h e a ggr e sso r : 

?£Sirty-fdur; American sailors w<*re 
kiEfd in the "attack and *171 wounded, 

-i ncfiiding Ennes..* •' ;> vU: A *-■ \AT. %. •* 

- Ivones* now retired from the Navy-' 

acbjses the U'.S.- and lsraeli govern- 
rnents and :NavytIeaders* ? df. : :,l^;j«g'.’'to:. 
keep che facts of the attacki secret. He 
reifes/on- his r ecoilectio ns/th os&afj 


shipmates and government documents 
to rebut the Israeli eiaim that the- ao 
tioa. was a case. of mistaken identity//; 

. His* recently'. published:-29&page; 
v book;.Assauirod the Liberty, includes: 
this raw/ informational report, not: a 
conclusion,.from Cl A files: 

Israeli: Geni" Moshe : Dayan;' tlra/re^ 
port says “personally ordered - the^ 
tack on the shi^,.^%Ode of. hisi ‘gen- 
erals adamantly^ opposed ^thewaction) 
and said^‘This^ pure*' murder^^ij^ 
Spokesmanr/kvfeer "Pawner Vt$f£eJ 
Israeli Embassy: ss^tL yesterday 
the report was Ajhaseless^’ He said;thi^| 
Israeli attack. . ‘IWak: an unfortunate*) 
accident. Like sot many- times happens 1 , 
in the heat of.'battle/’L/ • 

Pazrrer r said: Israelf pilots^ reported 
tiie Liberty vwas not flying the Amer^ 
ican flag., “It - was: identifibd : as: ad 
Egyptian ship/ and attacked as. :M 
Egyptian; ship.” The* same ' kind '"of 


mistaken" idenfctficatidn caused IsraelLj 
aircraft to. attack Israeli tanks during 
the/1967 wai>*he added//; 

. Ennes stood watches on:the bridge 
as weiras performed secret code work 
on the Liberty. He reported for duty 
early on: June 8* the day of. the attack. 

One of the first things he did was 
order' the 1 sooty American flag thei 
Libertyrwas flying replaced by a* new| 

. onelnThe signalman protested be- 
cause^he wanted to ; save the over- 
sized holiday flag for a special occa- 
sion. 5S " V ' ‘ //*//**'' ’ 

V Ennes writes: : " . v- • 

“Wc must fly -the* new flag, I said, 
explaining, that we- were operating 
in a dangerous area and could afford 
to ’show only our clearest, brightest 
,cclq"s.” : 

•Lie -new -flag was -raised and re-1 
rnained visible all that clear - day of I 
thekattack, Ennes says* Iswl^recon- 1 

naissance planes flew over the ship 
at low. level six times, Ennes. writes, 
and could not have missed the flag. 

Besides that, he states; two armed 
j e ts .*• flying., over i the . * Liberty at 10 
a.m* on June 8 radioed to shore that 
the ship was flying the American 
flag*: as it stood . off the^ Gaza Strip 
listening in on. the* Arab- Israeli War*; 

.. After all that reconnaissance, the 
Israelis launched a - devastating '* air 
attack against the: Liberty at 2 p.m., 
raking the ship with gunfire,- rockets 
and: napalm. ';V / v/ / 

Torpedo boats raced in next, firing 
torpedoes into the* blazing ship and 
shooting guns along' the.; waterline in 
an. | apparent attempt.: ta : disable the, 
, boilers.'. *' V.- • ‘ > 

“Lurking lazily a few hundred yards 
away/’ Ennes writes/ /patiently wait^j 
ing for Liberty to sink, the men on 
the torpedo boats watched the orange* 


life rafts drop into the- water*’ a^' the 
Liberty prepared to abandon ship.* : /:y 

One of the torpedo boats “moved 
closer to the Liberty. When within 
good machine gun range, she. opened 
fire on the. empty life rafts, deflating 
two and cutting the line on. the third 
which floated away like a child’s bal- 
loon on.the surface of the water/' 

Petty. Officer Thomas Smith, Ennes 
continues in T his account, “cursed help- 
lessly as a torpedo boat stopped to 
take the raft aboard. Then the boats 
added speed;* taking * the raft with 
them and turned toward their base at 
Ashdod, 65 miles away; ; 

•*As the torpedo boats faded in the 
distance, helicopters could be seen a o- 
v proaching the ship. -Stand by to repel 
boarders!’ barked the announcing sys- 
tem . A. A sailor broke away from his 
station and: ran screaming through the 
s hip; /They* ve cqmeto finish us off;'*”/ 

But the. clearly marked Israeli, hell- 
copters,. Ennes- writes, suddenly- left 
. without landing on- ther ship/ The D* 
raeU command had aoparently called 
them- back to the base* The Llbeny 
crew fought to keep the 1 ship afloat 
; and, an effort that won her skip 
f. er - Cmdr.^ William L. . McGonagle 
the Medal of Honor, made it back tc 
port in Malta. : \ a, ^ 

The Liberty had the equipment: fm 
eavesdropping on Israeli battlefield 
communications,. including the prepa« 
rations to invade Syria which would 
be- reported to Washington.:^ “So/’ 
writes Ennes, “by remarkable coind- 
^ nc ?' ‘ not . design— Gem 

[David] Elazar was forced to delay 
the invasion until Liberty: was dis- 
patched. Instead of: attacking; Syria, 
Israel s air, sea and shore, eoordino- 
tion forces, worked together to attack 
a United States ship ’’ .:*• •: • 
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THE WASHING TON POS T 
28 May 1980 



While the possibility of a nuclear 
holocaust is of paramount concern to 
world leaders, a more likely threat is 
worrying intelligence analysts: The in- 
creasing clanger that some irresponsi- 
ble terrorist group will acquire a nu- 
clear bomb or the material with which 
to make one. 

This is no wild-eyed fantasy 
dreamed up by scriptwriters for a Hol- 
lywood disaster epic. It's a dead-serious 
appraisal by the cold-eyed men of the 
Central Intelligence Agency, who have 
been keeping track of terorist groups 
for years. 

In fact, intelligence experts told my 
associate Date Van Atta, there is no 
question in their minds that sooner or 
later terrorists will achieve nuclear 
“capability”— and their guess before 
the end of this decade. 

The CIA recently reported that 
While the number of international ter- 
rorist incidents had decreased some- 
what in 1979, the actual destructive 
.violence of their operations had in- 
creased.; 

What the public report left out, how- 
ever, were the ominous conclusions of 
a secret CIA document: -“If the current 
trend of increasing terrorist violence 
continues, we would expect a corre^ 
spending erosion of the constraints 
against terrorist use of nuclear explo- 
sives.” . „ • 

What has stopped them so far? “Ter- 
rorists are and will continue to be 
greatly sensitive to the quantity and 
quality of security systems protecting 
nuclear weapons and the material 
from which nuclear explosives might 
be made,” the report states. 

Because weapons are guarded more 
closely than nuclear ingredients, the 
report concludes, a terrorist group will 


most likely try to steal the material 
and make its own bomb. “None of the 
individual steps involved would be be- 
yond the capabilities of a sophisticat- 
ed, well-funded group,” the CIA warns. 

The CIA analysts figure that of 
known terrorist groups, “the most 
competent” for a nuclear attempt 
would be “one of the Palestinian 
groups}” possibly in collaboration with 
Westerjn European terrorists and/or 
the “Japanese Red Army.” 

For jvhat cold comfort it provides, 
the CIA analysis predicts that nuclear- 
armed i terrorists would be mostlikely 
to use their bomb as “a credible threat 
for blackmail and/or publicity,” rather 
than for a direct attack. "In a extreme 
situation,' however, some might at- 
tempt a detonation,” the report warns. 

Memo to the President— There’s 
only one way to end this nation’s dan- 
gerous (dependence on foreign oil. We 
must develop alternative fuels. 

The CIA expects the Soviet Union to 
cross the great divide into oil depend- 
ency witih a year. Soon the two super- 
powers] will be competing for Persian 
Gulf oil. Your strategic advisers have 
warned that the resulting confronta- 
tion could lead to World War III. 

The crisis can be defused simply by 
finding some other fuel to operate our 
automobiles, trucks and tractors. For 
years, Ijhave been calling for an emer- 
gency alternative fuel crash program. 

I believe the nation that landed the : 
first men on the moon can develop a 
substitute for oil. 

But it will take another Manhattan 
Project! mobilizing ail the resources of 
the United States. We must draft the 
best scientists, engineers and man- 
agers from American industry, not 
just those the corporations consider 


expendable. We must make this the- 
nation’s first priority, not just a sub-/ 
ject for political rhetoric. 

The first task is to overcome the Ob- 
struction of the oil companies, which 
are quietly blocking the deveiooment 
of new fuels unci] they have squeezed, 
every last dollar out of every last avail- 
able oil well. True, they’re studying al- 
ternative fuels, because they know, 
their wells eventually will run dry. But 
the time has come to stop studying and 
start developing oil substitutes. • - 

Political Potpourri— Both the, 
Democratic and Republican national 
' chairmen have held worried consuita-r 
tions with party leaders about the; 
huge number of undecided voters.. 
They’re worried that the November- 
election could be thrown into the. 
House of Representatives, with irrepa-, 
rabie damage to the two-party system- 
. . . . Republican favorite Ronald Rea- 
gan has been criticized for his short, 
sharp, simplistic answers to complex* 
issues. Republicans seem to love thisc 
style, but there aren't enough fegis-; 
tered Republicans to win the election 
for him . . . . Some GOP moderates in- 
Congress, who’ve had their doubts 
about Reagan all along, are now saving: 
they’re afraid President Carter "will* 
chew him up in any campaign. debater 
The GOP doubters fear Carter’s care-: 
ful, deatiled responses to questions- 
will make him appear more knowl- 
edgeable than Reagan . . .. . The Cali-, 
fornia Democratic primary looks like a 
toss-up, with most blacks for Carter,, 
most Hispanics for Kennedy and most 
others undecided .... Carter is not' 
popular in Ohio, but neither is Ken- 
nedy. The latest polls show Carter.* 
ahead in next week’s crucial primary. 
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Three refugees from. the. .Watergate- A aide Charles Colson has testified that he 
era— G. Gordon Liddy.John Ehriichmarii'. .-: was-vasked' “many timetf' by President 
and Spiro Agnew— have been promoting . .Nixon to take action : “to -discredit Jack 
their latest books-onvTV talk shows .tamy > : Anderson.“'. •£•. >*-. ... 
• discomfort.-- - - r 18 radio 

The incomprehensible Liddy taoKobr- 5 ^«cars to keep my operation under surveil- 

Ka Vi rw4 r\i /A ♦ ♦ /*w4 ' HTU a ' ft a ’ a a.' _ . _ *1 a 


edlyhad resultediin the soviet detection- vine, sparing ho expense:-The FBFsecretly 
and torture of a G1A undercover agehtlr.5;'' grabbed my telephone records,' and the 
Ehrlichman aUowed that he woutd iiot Internal; Revenue Service conducted a 
have been a party. to anything’ so. base. as :, ' : pehetfadng, -year-longy audit of ' .my f i- ■ 
putting out my iights foceYer^buthe coni-" ; naheesii r^- . 

firmed gravely that my 'reporting had ex- ‘ ^-'^^duid Lvl~ £em iht^ation '' 


— - — > - -'r''* '“'o j nis t 

AOTYAtU that mu'nliimL •_ 


Agnew SSSSlwSSlSdg 

^TS^SSf «■*“*•■* ;*SSE8f£&£&g&Z& 

hnmam° U h^nn^«- d R^- whin* ^ whether by osmosis or otherwise, 

a-i^^h^h^^nnn nt i J V #K en E’^ front -Richard Nixon; who was concerned 

3^ke<i why h& had allowed the. Food Fair about his own^fate : not somp PTA tnfnrm 
supermarket. chain- to:stock< his pantry ^ 

with free food, while he -was- vice.. presi- .6^ .. 
dent; he explained iton^the grounds thar Sp^j^gnew;. I have a. sporting 

I, too, had: received, free groceries from proposition. If he can. prove that, I re* 
Food < chived fjree :food deliveries from . Food 

May 1 bee permitted a brief response?- i ^ supplied with 

Ehrlichman alluded to my Lndia-Patastan • ! P° d £ or a year. But. if. he. can't prove it, 
stories;: detailing, the^ administration bias V:.' ■?*P^.?^ouW.P^- I S^?c«y . bm for * 
toward Pakistan:, which were^ ntjhlishpd* * ^ye&P-jFaiir enough, ■ v:" “ ' “ 

'Teh tag on— Most' 
) spend what- 
, _ . t United States 

strong Enough to ' safeguard the, na- 
tional* security. They -'don't begrudge 


i watchdogs 

iny investigation - of ; the ITT. scandat 
which : badly embarrassed Nixon. Fre* 


wiiiui emuarrusseu iNixon. r : res. -• wuua ‘ 1 vv**> ucgi uugc 

ported an incriminating memo writteni *:r the pentagon its growing share of the 
by ITT lobbyist Dita Beard. I';aiso re*; ^ tax dollar, as long as the money is spent 
ported'; that- Nixon "had received two veffickntft^^^'^: '*■ 
cret cash edhtributidns of 550,000 each £?V; But there~are too many generals and 
from industrialist Howard Hughes. admirals • who^ act. like. smalL boys let 

j Embarrassments 1 such^ as these, hot the ; ^Ipose; in a toy store with a rich uncle’s 
exposing of some unnamed CIA inform-^ ^ credit card-These; profligate brasshats 
ant, " t^^xpay^r^: money Von^ancy^^ 


gadgets that subtract from i w wpon * 
..,: efficiency as they add to its cost. !' r 
J A typical example is the Army’s XMl 

- tank. This super-sophisticated, super- 
expensive battle wagon : is /"equipped 
with every gimmick , the designers 

- could dream up.. Unfortunately, such 
ff forgotten basics as the turbine engine, 

. : hydraulic, system: anti’ fuel lines keep 
: ' breaking dowit-;t-- V; t A r ,. ! 
v/ Recent tests at Fort Knox, for. exam- 
: vple, showed that the ; tanks cpujd go-. 
- -only 140 to 169 miles on a tanlc of gas, 

vff instead of the 275 to 375 -miles required, 
"tvAir filters,. necessary to keeo dust from ‘ 

: clogging the- finicky^ turbine engines, 

had ta be : chihgedy every .75 to TOO 
V; /.miles. ?*•&'?■ cf 

The Pentagon has pooh-poohed these 
problems and - has authorized' - the 
Chrysler Corpt to increase its prod- 

- uction: this; year from 110; to 352. at 
about $1 million per copy. And there 

/ are no rebates for the taxpayers. 1 C 
Persian Drug— Central Intelligence 
Agency analysts estimate that Iran now 
produces til)- times as much heroin ’as 
Mexico;.- According to intelligence 
briefings, the Silver Crescent” of Iran, 
yu Pakistan- and Afghanistan.now exports . 
f. at least 10 times as: much, heroin- as the-i 
- V: notorious .•‘Golden: Triangle’' vof • Viet- 
nam, Thailand and Burma.. I 

. . Senior Partner— For the past few 
. years,.- the United States anti Japan 
. have been cooperating on energy proj- 
ects of mutual benefit. But. Uncle Sam- 
.;..seems.to be doing mostof thecoopefat- 
: mg. Recently,, for example, /U-S.- and 
Japanese scientists . .embarked on,- a 
. joint . venture in high-energy ■ physics. 

The Japanese government will contrib- 
/- ute about. §5.7 . million for . 1980. The , 
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By Ernest WZ Lefeverv 7 

FORMER: /SECRETARY of State 
Henry Kissinger has said the “emascu- 
lation of i the ^ to the 

failure of United States policy in Iran 
in three waysr by making, intelligence 
analysts overly cautious, by practically 
depriving us: of ^^covert capabilities,”* 

‘ and by altering the balance of expecta^ 
tions within Iran.- \V 
Kissinger properly observed that the 
blame for our inability to respond ef- 
fectively in Iran in 1973 must be shared 
by Congress, theV State and Defense 
departments, and the White House. He 
might well have added the nation's 
press. I ■' v-, v 

: In the latter half of 1974, for example, 

the New York Times printed a series of 
page-one stories by Seymour Hersh re- 
porting alleged, illegal Central Intelli- 
gence Agency activities in the United 
States. On Dec. 30; the Hughes-Ryan* 
Amendment to the Foreign Assistance 
Act became -lawA- '"V-; ; *i' /' 
In the ; name of .congressional over- 
sight this amendment has had the ef- 
y feet of bringing: the already reduced 
7 covert activities abroad to ar virtual 
: standstill| by requiring the Executive 
Branch to report on each covert action 
l : to eight committees in a “timely” fash- 
| ion; interpreted to mean near the starts 
Any congressman or senator, may have 
access to this information. It is not 
difficult to imagine the chilling effect of 
this, reporting, requirement. ; . 

IN ADDITION, the three commercial 
TV networks bear considerable respon- 
sibility for crippling the CIA by sensa- 
tional, one-sided, 'and out-of-context re- 
porting. One chapter in the recently; 
published study;. “The CIA and the 
American Ethic,”! examines /the' per-, 
f o rmance of the -T V evening news 
shows of ABC, CBS, and NBC from 
January,* 1974, through October,. 1978. 
During these 58 months, less than 5 per* 
cent of *the intelligence news was de- ; 
voted . to Soviet-bloc' agencies, ‘ while i 
slightly more/ than 95 per cent dealt; 
: with the ! CIA. Fewer than five refer- 7 
f ences to: the Soviet. KGB were* found ; 
.* during . tfie. entire period,. 


Tne distortion was -exacerbated by 
. the one-sided picture of the CIA. Of all 
r the CIA! stories (measured in minutes), 

, ii 68.2: j)er cent reflected unfavorably on 
the agency, 13.9 per cent reflected 
favorably,,. . arid the* Yest were peutral. 
The reporting on r Chile was particularly 

• lopsided. * ' s 

But-* are foreign intelligence opera- ! 
tionsj— particularly covert action • 
which involves secrecy, deception, and [ 
sometirnes lethal force — compatible f 

/with the Judeo-Christian eth^ v ^ 

' THE DOCTRINE of the- “just war 1 * 
provides a moral yardstick for asses- 
sing, the justne^ and rightness of intel- 
ligence* operations. Is the; objective oi 
\ the action- just? Military; action taken 
• solely to. conquer or subjugate other 
peoples is illegal and unjust, whether 
carried out by overt military action or 
covert means, while military action de- 
signed to defend one’s own or an ally’s 
territory against external aggression is 
justified. A just war (and, by extension j 
a just covert operation) may never be 
V undertaken for trivial motives;* such as 
. • ! ; the. desire to bolster the ego of a ruling 
; /V group, ! or for inappropriate purposes! 

' such [as an effort to reform the domes4 
tic institutions of other societies. ; £ i 
Are the- means employed 'both justi 
and~\appropriate? Excessive force isj 
always wrong. But in a just cause, such; 

■ • • ' • ■ • - ■ .1 

Intelligence operations 
frequently make use of 
unusual means '—'such ; 
as ! secrecy , deception, ■> ; 
and i vildence^ddigifjafe 
hot permissible irty 
normal peacetime^f^^r. 

"■ pursuits. >■: <&£ 

as repelling an invader; the <use of too 
little force* is; wrong also/; because it 
may!, prolong the strug 
able| the aggressor to succeed, thus] 
causing a. greater loss of life or aj 
setback for justice and: independence,! 
or both. f ^ : , ]_ .r' ■' 7 C. 1 ’:* f A 


i ' 

I - 
• 1 ■ 


! 


Certain uses of force are categorical-j 
ly. wrong. These include the wanton or! 
purposeless destruction of life or prop-! 
erty. Hence the U.S. military code pro- 
hibits the deliberate killing of prisoners 
of war. • ■ •- 

Intelligence operations frequently 
make use of unusual means — such as 
secrecy, deception, and violence — that 
are not permissible in normal 
peacetime pursuits. In a just war,, 
people are killed, and “peacetime” in- 
telligence is oiten an extension of war- 
fare, though with far less: loss of life. 

Will the chances for justice;, be en- 
hanced if the action succeeds? -How- 
ever noble the end and just the means; 
military or political action is not jus- 
tified if it has little or no* prospect of 
achieving its objective. A -parable of 
Jesus makes this point: “What king 
will march to battle against another 
king, without first sitting down to con- 
sider whether with ten.: thousand men 
he can face an enemy coming to meet 
him with twenty . thousand? if he can-! 
not, then, long before • the enemy ap-l 
proaches, he sends envoys, and asks i 
for terms”' (Luke 14:31; 32 ). 1 j 

LET US THEN apply these stand-; 
ards to three- well-known Instances of \ 

covert action. The CIA's covert subsidy 
\ to . the Chilean newspaper El Mercurio 
during the Allende regime clearly 
meets the criteria with flying colors. 

. Tts objective was just ^namely, assist- 
ing a popular opposition newspaper to 
continue publishing -against the- gov- 
ernment's' extra-legal'^ attempts, to- si- 
lence it* The means employed, a mod- 
est subsidy, were both -just and appropr- 
iate: consequences of this sub- 

sidy were to enable the Chilean* people - 
to continue receiving information from-! 

non-state sources. 

..... But the Bay of.. Pigs: operation- does! 

not meet these same standards. Its! 
J objective . was . certainly, just., and. the. 
means. empioyed; namely armed insur- 
rection, the only available method of 
V, ousting \a brutal, and well-armed dic- 
tatorship like Fidel Castro’s regime. 
However,. ; once the attempt, to destroy, 
Castro’s , small., air force failed, and 1 


CQNTIirtTEn 
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there wA3-.no U^. decision to provide- 
the Cuban exile force with air cover*, 
then the operation was almost bound to 
fail. It cannot be morally, right to risk 
lives and engender expectations of jus- 
tice and freedom without a reasonable 
prospect of victory. 

Yet the 1953 coup which overthrew 
the Mossadegh regime in Iran and re- 
stored the . shah to his throne can be* 
defended on every important point. For 
the small* price of hiring a*£ew prosti- 
tutes and " taxi-drivers to march, and., 
demonstrate against Mossadegh r an un- 
stable, disruptive^rand anti-American 
regime was replaced by- a friendly and 
responsible government, that provided 
25 years of.; internal and international : 
stability. .; It was£ like ; all - neighboring . 
regimes :and* its own precedessors; a 
despotism that ^maintained orderly 
dubious and sometimes brutal methods ' : * 
But, unlike* itsmeighbors and predeces- 
sors;* itrwas-; a- relatively enlightened 
despotism ■'“which introduced^ fend re- : 
formr modernized, the bureaucracy;' de- 
veloped industry,: expanded education,-' 
and established the civil rights of worn-;; 
.en and" minorities. "Full democracy 
would, oflcourse, have been ideal! But 
{here is some truth in the shah's** re- 
mark that he would behave like the 
King of Sweden when, his subjects be-. 

' haved like' Swedes^^lv 1 :- 


ON FEB; 8; mb, the SeSbte Intelli- j 
gence Committee proposed a new CIA 
charter that , would limit the require- 
ment, of prior . notice of covert activities 
to two : committees and vtould virtually 
. exempt. the CIA from having to disclose 
information -under, thb Freedorh of in- 
- formation Act.';.-': ^ ^ 

These are -moyeS in the right direc- 
tion.. ;WKat; America needs how is a 
significant upgrading of our military 
and intelligence assets in the face of 
. growing. Soviet might and adventurism 
in vital Areas around the globe,. A ceri- 
. tral element in . this upgrading, is a 
recognition, that well-conceived covert 
operations- abroad are politically neces-.* . 

. sary and Ihqrally : right • 

Ernest W. Le fever is the director of 
the Ethics and Public Policy Center in 
Washington;' D.C. This article is ex- 
cerpted from the spring issue of Policjr 
Review r the . quarterly journal of The 
Heritage Foundation, ■ ■ 
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HEW YOHX TIMES 
25 MAY 1980 


i.SdyiCamhodia^sPopulation 
Fell by Nearly - 2 ] ^iIF6nAf^^l9W 




.v' * Vi ‘ 1 - 

>; ri --7 t f % '• v'-/ . : ~ 
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l*:, ■ & By GRAHAM HOVEY 

Spacial ta Tbs N«w York TI bmsi 


WASHINGTON; May' 24 — Cambodia 
lost nearly 2 million of a population esti- 
. mated at 7.1 million between 1970 and the 
end oC2979,.and Cambodians may stilljbe 
threatened with ‘^virtual extinction as a 



Demographic Catastrophe/’ the CIlA. 
says the decline, during a decade of war, 
social revolution invasion, is “un- 
precedented inr any national population 
since World War;IIJ^ Starvation, military 
action, killings and emigration were cited 
as major factors in the decline in Cambo- 
dia, whose traditional name, revived jby 
the Communists, is Kampuchea. -/.//,[; \t 
“We acknowledge that our assump- 
tions are highly speculative, “ the repqrt 
says, 14 *given the uncertainty surrounding 
eventsrr in Kampuchea; and their demo* 
graphicimpact.” It projects three possi- 
ble-levels of population loss during the 
decade but uses for most of its calcula- 
tions what it calls “the medium series/* | 
The-. study says that almost four years 
of “savagery” and “broml rule” by the 
Communist Government 8f Prime Minis- 
ter Pol Poc,- from April: 1975 to January 
1979, 4 ‘drastically accelerated the disinte- 
gration of Kampuchean society/* \v;/_ . J / 
Many Educated People Lost 

“The conditions imposed upon the peo- 
ple by the Pol Pot regime resulted inj an 
absolute decline in the population of |an 
estimated 1.2 million to 1.8 million peo- 
ple/* the report says.* “Educated per- 
sons, military personnel and the skilled 
were disproportionately represented' in 
the numbers lost/ 

But the ouster of Mr. Pot Pot by Viet- 
namese forces and the installation of the 
Hanoi-sponsored Heng Samrin Govern- 
ment in January 1979, the study says, not 


TV.ir '-Iff itj 


only failed to half the drop in population 
but “may ultimately spell the demise of 
the Khmer as- a people. ” Khmer, the 
name of the aboriginal people of Cambo- 
dia, now often used to mean Cambo- 
dians in general::-’: 5 : J> : 'iy 

- “The first six months of the Heng Sam- 
rin regime were characterized by the de- 
struction of the agricultural system and 
another reordering of the population” 
according to the report. : r ■ r / : 7 
: It says people were urged to leave the 
communes into which . the Pol Pot Gov- 
ernment had moved them and to return to 
their villages to grow food. But there, it 
says, they were often attacked by Pol Pot 
guerrillas who had retreated to mountain 
strongholds near Thailand whan Mr. 
Heng Samrin took po wers : ' /^g ‘ ^ 
igK- 1. Admission to Cities Refused] # Lx. 

if ‘As' a result/ the report sayS/the peas- 
ants abandoned their farms, some trying 
to return to the cities, where they were j 
:o ft en denied entry, and thousands more j 
fleeing the country. ■/■■■•• 

“Thousands of those who chose not to 
he.l iied of starvation and disease/* the 
C.I.A. study says. “A conservative esti- 
mate is that for every Kampuchean bom 
during Juiy-December 1979/20 died. All 
told, the first year of the iHeng Samrin 
rule had brought an additional drop of 
700,000 in the population, to an, estimated 
5.2 million.” : ~ 

•••>- The report says that despKe interna- 
tional efforts to provide food, Cambodia’s 
short-term prospects are grim, with “se- 
vere hunger at best, famine at worst/* 
likely to strike again and possibly extend 
well into 1981, especially if ‘^internal ob- 
structions” continue to prevent the distri- 
bution of food and seed. 
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'ARTICLE -,l?p%£REP 
ON PAGE— 


NSW YORK TIMES MAGAZINE 
25 MAY 1986 



ilwoaniaMIhy cl 
The i C.2.Jl. ; ■■ 

Tad Szulc argues that leaks 
concerning C.I.A. covert 
operations from Capitol I Hill 
sources are no problem anld as- 
serts that Director of Central 
Intelligence Stansfield Turner 
"has admitted that be knows 
of no examples of such leaks 
from Capitol Hill sources” 
(‘-Putting Back the Bite in the 
C.I.A.,” April 6)* . I 

If .Admiral Turner's admis- 
sion was correct as o# the time 
it was made, he now needs to 
look no farther than I Mr. 
Szulc's own article to find a 
leak on a sensitive C.I.A. mat- 
ter from Hill sources. 

The article describes a meet- 
ing in S-407, "the most secure 
room in all of Congress,” to re- 
view C.LA. plans for covert, 
paramilitary operations in Af- 
ghanistan. In view of the de- 
tailed description of the | dis- 
cussion and decisions made at 
a secret meeting attended only! 
by members of the Senate,^* 
C.I.A. representatives and | the 
staff directors of the Select 
Committee, how can it] be 
maintained that there are no 
leaks from Senate sources, on 
matters of national interest? 

_ Charles A. Bane 
- Chicago : 


As the wife of a C.LA. opera- 
tive, I find the prospect of a 
less accountable C.I.A. threat- 
ening indeed. 

I’m also puzzled by the 
claim of some that bad the 
C.I.A. not been shipped pf its 
powers, we would not be in the 
mess we're in today, espe- 
cially the mess of Iran. ~ ■ 

How quickly we seem to for- 
get that the CI.A. master- 
minded the overthrow of Mos- 
sadegh in 1953, putting the 
Shah in power. The excesses 
and the unaccountability of the 
agency in Iran, and in many 
other now anti-American 
countries, have made ; the 
mess. • r ’’ . 

It is not a question of what 
might have been good for Iran, 
or what is right or wrongflt is 
a question of interference. A 
backlash is inevitable. The 
greater the _ power of the 
C.I.A., the more Irans we can 
expect. Indeed, El Salvador 
and Nicaragua stand as exam- 
ples. " Claudia bach 

7 Carbbndale, Colo. 
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LOS ANGELES TIMES 
24 May 1.S80 


Soviet Reporters Ail Double j 
as KGB Agents, Defector Says j 

LONDON i!0 — All Soviet news correspondents abroad ' 
are’ secret-police agents to. some extent and send informa- 
tion to Moscow* tailored to., suit the Kremlin’3 point of view, 
a former KGS officer who defeated last month was quoted 
as saying ia an interview in The Times of London on Fri- 
day ' 

As a result, defector Ilya Dzhirkvelov was quoted as 
saying, Soviet leaders receive: and even act on this “disin- 
formation,” giving them*, a distorted picture of world 
events. . ... 

The newspaper said Dzhirkvelov, who defected to Brit- 
ain with his wife and daughter! was a full-time KGB Intel- 
ligence’ ofHcer until 1956, when he became a correspondent 
with Tass, the official Soviet news agency : ‘ 
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ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH (MO) 

4 May 1980 



The latest revelation of Central Bahamas-based Castle Bank, which was 

Intelligence Agency interference with other used by the CIA as a conduit for millions of 

government agencies raises the not dollars to finance clandestine operations • 

altogether whimsical question of whether the against Cuba and other countries in Latin 

CIA exists for the benefit of government or America and against countries in the Far 

whether government exists for the benefit of East. ^ y / /vr- • 

the CIA. The-. Wall Street Journal reported The dropping of what the Journal called 
the other day. that a major tax evasion , “the biggest tax evasion case of all time” 
investigation was suspended by the chief of makes one wonder how far the American 

the Internal Revenue Service;- and later a .'people are going to be asked to let their 

tax evasion prosecution, involving nearly 500 government’s operations be subverted in the 

cases and perhaps hundreds of millions of , name of “national security” by an agency 
dollars, was called off by the Justice that is scarcely ever publicly accountable. 

Department. Both operations, aimed at the The basic issue is not the CIA’s ability to 

same targets, apparently were ended gather intelligence (which almost everyone 

because of objections by the CIA. • - ' agrees is important) but its continued 

Athough the reason given for the cutoff of freedom to carry out dirty tricks against 

the tax cases was that a federal judge had other countries — a mode of operation that 

ruled that part of the evidence was obtained not only undermines the integrity of other 

in an illegal search, the fact was that the U.S. agencies but that also poisons U.S.’ '! 

government also had in its possession the relations with other nations and that 

same evidence, legally obtained. The real institutionalizes corrupt methods to achieve 

problem for the government seems to have foreign policy objectives that might be better 

been that the evidence r involved the accomplished by l^itimate means. 
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